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IS GENEALOGY AN EXACT SCIENCE ? 
METHODS OF RESEARCH 


‘*Science’’ is merely a word of Latin derivation meaning 
**knowledge.’’ If we except mathematics, which is not so much 
a science in itself as a mode of measurement employed in all 
the sciences, there are no exact sciences. The more definitely 
measurement can be employed, the more exact a science becomes, 
Hence, astronomy and physics may be considered as reasonably 
exact sciences, though even here when we approach infinite mag- 
nitude, as of distance in astronomy, or infinite smallness, as of 
electrons in physics, and our measuring devices are not suffi- 
ciently acute, we discover a wide margin of inexactitude. 

Sciences which relate wholly or in part to human nature are 
considered the least exact. History and biography may be exact 
as to dates, but in so far as they deal with human motives, the 
‘‘why’’ of historical and personal events, they can never hope to 
be absolutely correct. Genealogy, as one of the sciences in which 
human nature is a factor, is considered to be one of the less 
exact sciences. As practiced by many of its devotees, it is cer- 
tainly one of the least exact. Yet it is entitled to rank higher, 
provided only that proper scientific methods be pursued. 

The real object of genealogy is to establish lines of descent of 
human beings. Whether the motives of the inquirer be to make 
a study of heredity, or to join a certain society by proving 
descent from a qualifying ancestor, or mere curiosity to learn 
the identity of one’s forebears, the line of descent is the essential 
thing. All else is incidental. 

Among these incidentals are dates. These are important for 
purposes of identification of ancestors; they are the measuring 
device which helps to make genealogy an exact science. No one 
who lacks a mathematical mind can hope to become a genealogist 
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of the very first rank, for it is necessary to deal with dates 
constantly. 

The dates in themselves may not be utterly exact. The family 
Bible may differ a day or two from the town record of birth; 
it may even differ by an exact year. The date of death may 
not be precisely known, except that it falls between the making 
and proving of the man’s will. Yet the dates, if ascertained 
and copied with meticulous care, are usually exact enough for 
the larger purpose of identification of persons. 

Biologically, the genealogist is concerned with proving a line 
of descent; which means, proving the parentage of one individ- 
ual at a time, then the parentage of his parents, and so on, 
step by step. How exact is this process? 

We may as well concede, at the start, that the paternity of 
every child in a human pedigree is a matter of faith, or belief, 
not of proved fact. Although the present writer, like most 
genealogists, has excellent reasons for the assumption that an 
extremely high percentage of children were actually the off- 
spring of their reputed parents, it is hardly necessary to call 
attention to the fact that a single infidelity on the part of an 
ancestress would be sufficient to invalidate the paternal ances- 
try back of that generation. Hence, biologically considered, it 
must be granted that genealogy is not as exact a science as 
could be desired, since an entirely unknown margin of error 
always exists, at least as a theoretical possibility. 

The genealogist has no means of going behind the official 
records. The pity is, that he does not more consistently pursue 
the policy of depending on the official records for his conelu- 
sions. Every science must admit the possibility of a margin of 
error. But in most of the sciences, conclusions are reached only 
after the collection of all facts which might affect the matter, 
and after experimentation; which, in genealogy, means the set- 
ting up of hypotheses, the testing of these hypotheses by the 
known facts, and the successful elimination of all but one 
hypothesis, which is then accepted as the only one which fits and 
explains the facts. 

When these scientific methods are employed, by a genealogist 
of sufficient knowledge and training, genealogy becomes a reason- 
ably exact science. Let us consider an example of scientific 
methods, to illustrate how they work. Peter Gubbins appeared, 
let us say, in the town of Straitsville, where his children were 
born between 1800 and 1820. The line has been traced back to 
this Peter, and his origin is sought. Using the splendid facilities 
that are now available to the genealogist in many of the older 
sections of the country, it is found that a Peter, son of John 
Gubbins, was born in 1775 in Freetown, some fifty miles away. 
The dates fit, but the identity of the two Peters is a mere 
assumption or guess, if we stop here. 
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We therefore collect every atom of evidence concerning Peter 
which is available in the records of Freetown, or at the county 
seat, or at the State Library. We find that his father John died 
in 1798, leaving a will in which he gave specified realty to each 
of his sons, including Peter. In the land records, we find that 
in 1801 Peter Gubbins ‘‘of Straitsville’’ sold this land, the 
description of the property proving it to be the same which 
was given to Peter in his father’s will. If we are lucky, Peter’s 
deed may even specify that the land ‘‘was set to me from the 
estate of my father John Gubbins deceased.’’ In any case, 
the cumulative evidence is sufficient to prove that our Peter 
Gubbins of Straitsville was the son of John whose birth was 
recorded at Freetown in 1775. We are assuming, of course, that 
the Straitsville records have been thoroughly searched, and 
indicate that only one Peter Gubbins was living there in the 
period from 1800 to 1820; also that the U. S. Census shows but 
one Peter as head of a family in Straitsville in 1800 and 1810. 

In the above illustrative case, we have attained a degree of 
proof sufficient even for legal purposes; we are no longer relying 
on guesses. 

‘Quite unnecessary,’’ the amateur may retort; ‘‘the guess 
was correct in the first place.’’ Very good: then let us con- 
sider another example, starting with the same premises. Again 
we seek the origin of a Peter Gubbins who appeared as a young 
adult at Straitsville in 1800; and again we find a Peter, son of 
John, born at Freetown in 1775. Again we make the same 
guess; but if we make a thorough search of the Freetown 
records, we shall discover that this time our guess is wrong. 
For the Freetown records may as easily (in this second example) 
reveal the following facts: 

The will of John in 1798 gave land to his son Peter, but Peter 
did not sell it until 1805, when he called himself ‘*‘ Peter Gubbins, 
of Freetown.’’ The description of the land proves the identity 
of this man with the son of John, and since he was still of 
Freetown after our Peter settled in Straitsville, he was appar- 
ently not the Peter we are seeking to trace. However, our 
search of the deeds shows that in 1810 Peter Gubbins ‘‘of Straits- 
ville’’ sold all his right to realty in Freetown, reserving the 
dower interest of Widow Dorothea Gubbins. The birth of this 
second Peter is not found recorded, but in one of the parishes of 
Freetown we find the baptism of Peter, son of Thomas Gubbins, 
in 1778. We find that Thomas Gubbins died intestate in 1808, 
administration being granted to his widow Doruthea: her dower 
was set out to her, but she failed to present for record a dis- 
tribution to the heirs. 

Here the only hypothesis that fits the known facts is that our 
Peter of Straitsville was the son of Thomas baptized in 1778, 
and that two years after his father’s death he sold his interest 
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in the property inherited from Thomas, reserving the life use 
which Dorothea held as her dower right. The case is genealogi- 
cally proved by these records, and our first guess has been 
proved incorrect. 

As will be pointed out in a future article, printed sources, 
even the best of them, too frequently contain errors. The only 
reasonably certain sources of information are the contemporary 
records, which a man made of himself and his family while he 
was living, or which were made concerning him by official 
recorders, 

There are several reasons why scientific methods have been 
unpopular with many genealogical students and writers. First 
in responsibility is that all-too-human trait of laziness. It is 
much easier to make a ‘“‘likely guess’’ than to collect data with 
infinite labor and attention to detail, and thereafter expend 
real thought on the analysis of the data. Second comes the 
factor of sheer ignorance. Many compilers of family histories 
quite evidently have no knowledge of the existence of docu- 
mentary archives, and assume that the only way the early gen- 
erations of their family can be put together is by accepting 
what little is to be found in print and guessing at connections. 

A third and very important factor is that of expense. Many 
amateur genealogists and compilers cannot afford the cost of 
thorough research in documentary sources. With this factor, 
the present writer has an understanding sympathy. Yet it is 
an old maxim that ‘‘whatever is worth doing at all is worth 
doing well,’’ and one may be entitled to ask whether it never 
occurs to perpetrators of the worst genealogical atrocities to 
give consideration to this maxim. And it may be observed that, 
despite the lack of funds to compile a worth-while genealogy, 
the compilers nearly always seem able to raise the funds to 
publish their productions. 

For the professional genealogist, as for the amateur, there 
are valid excuses for failure to take advantage of the oppor- 
tunities for original research. The professional, dependent upon 
his work for a livelihood, is restricted by the limitations of cost 
set by his client, and these limitations frequently do not permit 
as thorough a search as should be made. Errors made by pro- 
fessionals very often are due to the fact that, to keep within 
authorized limits of expense, they were forced to rely to a 
greater extent than they desired on printed sources of infor- 
mation. No one is responsible for this situation, for a large 
number of those who employ the services of genealogists are not 
people of large wealth. 

A final reason for the unpopularity of scientific methods in 
genealogy is the romantic temperament of some of those who 
pursue genealogy as an avocation or a hobby. To people of that 
type, scientific methods are a bore. It irritates them to be 
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told that a line of descent, innocently accepted from an unmeri- 
torious printed source, is incorrect. They like that ancestral 
line, and intend to keep it. Denial or question of its accuracy 
seems to them purely destructive and negative. With people of 
this temperament, genealogy is not a serious study; it is a 
mere diversion, and they derive more pleasure from the exer- 
cise of their imaginative talent than they could from grubbing 
for facts. They believe what they want to believe, regardless 
of facts and scornful of evidence. Let us concede, without argu- 
ment, that ‘‘genealogists’’ of this type are entitled to their 
opinions; just as those who believe that the earth is flat are 
entitled to that opinion. It is entirely natural that these 
temperamental enthusiasts should oppose scientific methods, and 
that with the uninformed their opinions may have weight. 

It must be confessed, in view of such chaotie conditions, that 
genealogy in this country to-day is very far from being an 
exact science, although the many workers in this field who now 
employ scientific methods are doing much to make it one. 


ENGLISH RESEARCH 


Ill, CORPORATION RECORDS 


By Miss LILian J. Repstone, B.A., M.B.E., of Woodbridge, Suffolk, Eng. 
[Miss Redstone’s first two papers, dealing with Court Rolls and Deeds 
Enrolled, appeared in Volume IX.] 


Seattered over the face of England are small towns, or even 
villages, which in time past enjoyed a political autonomy as 
great as that of London and the larger towns, being self- 
governed and enjoying the status of boroughs. The records of 
these towns, great and small, are invaluable to the genealogist. 

First in importance come the admissions to the ‘‘freedom,’’ 
which may take the form of an enrolment in a court book or 
roll, or an entry of admission fines paid in the accounts of the 
borough chamberlain. Many small boroughs are richer in this 
class of record than London itself, where admission came 
through the great City Companies, and where the earlier 
Chamberlain’s accounts have been unhappily destroyed. The 
custom of the boroughs as to admission varied considerably. 
Happy is the genealogist who finds his ancestor in a town, where 
hereditary freedoms were frequent, and where the clerk recorded 
not only the freeman’s parentage, but the names of his children, 
or where apprenticeships were regularly enrolled. 

Next come the records of the passing of property within the 
borough by deed or by will, both of which were enrolled in 
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large numbers by most boroughs. Some of the greater towns, 
such as London and Bristol, have printed calendars especially 
of wills, such as the Calendar of Wills proved in the Court of 
Hustings of London; but the deeds are even more numerous, 
and if calendars exist they are usually in manuscript only. 

Borough authorities generally exercised some control over the 
estates of orphans, and it is not in Bristol and London alone that 
the records of this supervision provide valuable information as 
to an orphan’s parents and kinsfolk. 

These three classes of borough record, arising out of the 
admissions to apprenticeship and freedom, the passing of prop- 
erty and the control of orphans’ estates, are of use in outlining 
the generations of a townsman’s family. Other classes fill in 
the outline with life and colour, telling of the family’s trades 
or professions, the parts they played in local activities, the rise 
of individuals to the status of Mayor or Member of Parliament, 
the fall of others to the receipt of poor-relief, family squabbles 
brought into court, or charitable endowments still gratefully 
enjoyed by the town. 

In these mines of wealth, genuine students are often admitted 
to dig freely, sometimes under ideal conditions, sometimes amid 
a bewildering mass of parchments and papers piled up in a 
cupboard below the town-hall stairs, poked away in an attic 
of a lawyer’s office or kept in the safety—and darkness—of a 
lockup cell. The proportion of towns which give proper care to 
their records, and welcome the student, is however daily increas- 
ing. In the making of most English pedigrees it is thus worth 
while to consider whether the neighbourhood includes any town 
whose records are of the right date, and easy of access. 


GRISSELL OF THE MANY MARRIAGES 


Compiled by Mrs. Mary Loverinc HotMAn, of Watertown, Mass., 
For Mrs. CHARLES (STINSON) PILLssury, of Minneapolis, Minn., 
and published with her permission 


GRISSELL? FLETCHER (Robert'), probably born in England, 
about 1618, died in Chelmsford, Mass., 9 July 1669. She mar- 
ried first, as a second wife, about 1640, Thomas Jewell of Brain- 
tree, Mass., who died in the Spring of 1654;* she married 
secondly, in Braintree, 1 Nov. 1655, Humphry Griggs, who died 
in 1657; she married thirdly, as a second wife, in Dorchester, 
Mass.. 8 Oct. 1657, Henry Kibby, who died there, 10 Aug. 1661; 
she married fourthly, in Braintree, 12 Nov, 1661, by Peter 


a See N.E.H.G. Register 22:43-46. 
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Brackett, John Gurney Sr., who died in 1662-63; she married 
fifthly, in Chelmsford, 3 July 1667, John Burge, as his third 
wife, he dying in Dorchester, 22 Oct. 1678. 

The following notes were made from an account of John 
Burge of Weymouth, Mass., compiled by Mary Lovering Holman 
for Mrs. Charles Pillsbury of Minneapolis, which Mrs. Pillsbury 
expects to publish in a book of general ancestry. 

John Burge, an early settler of Weymouth, Mass., after his 
wife Rebecca’s death 1 May 1661, removed to Chelmsford, where 
he married, 9 June 1662, Mary (Stearnes) Lerned, being called 
‘‘late of Weymouth’’ in the marriage record. She was the 
widow of Isaac Lerned and died in Chelmsford, 8 Jan. 1663.” 
He married thirdly, in Chelmsford, 3 July 1667, Grissell 
(Fletcher) (Jewell) (Griggs) Gurney, daughter of Robert and 
sister of William Fletcher, she died there, 9 July 1669.. He 
married fourthly there, 6 Sept. 1677, Jane Gornell, wealthy 
widow of John Gornell, and removed to Dorchester her home, 
where she died testate, 4 Apr. 1678, and he died testate, 22 
Oct. 1678. 

Mrs. Holman then follows her account with some biographical 
data concerning John Burge with his land records, estate, and 
list of children, continuing with a short account of each of his 
four wives. We are of course only interested in the third wife, 
Grissell. Fletcher, her name also being spelled in the different 
records as Grizzell, Grisel, ete. 

The third wife, Grissell, was the daughter of Robert Fletcher, 
an early settler of Concord, who had connections also with 
Chelmsford, she being married five times. She married, first, 
about 1640, Thomas Jewell, who was given a grant of land 
in Braintree for three heads that vear, she being a second 
wife. as Jewell had had an eldest son by a first wife, namely, 
Thomas Jewell Jr. By him she had four children. Thomas 
Jewell made his will, 10 Apr. 1654, proved 21 July 1654, in 
which he gave, ‘‘all y® estate to my wife to her as long as she 
is a widdow if she mary then to devide it into three parts, two 
parts among my children, the third to be hirs, William Needom 
& Tho: ffoster to take care & oversight of Estate for my wife 
& children.’’ He neglected to appoint an executor, so the admin- 
istration of his estate was granted to Grisell Jewell, his late wife, 
21 July 1654. (New England H. G. Register 5:304.) Filed 
with this is the arrangement of Humphry Griggs of Braintree, 
‘who with Gods leave is Suddenly to mary the Relict of Thomas 
Jewell,’’ to take the possession of the estate of Jewell and have 
the use of it, paying to the daughters at eighteen and the sons 
at twenty-one (ibid.). 

b Wyman notes that in 1663, the inventory of the estate belonging to Mary Lernot 


widow now in the hands of John Burge of Chelmsford her surviving husband, was 
appraised by William Fletcher, Thomas Huntsman, and Jacob Parker, W.L.H. 
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Grissel! (Fletcher) Jewell then married as her second hus- 
band, in Braintree, 1 Nov. 1655, Humphry Griggs, and was 
appointed the administratrix on his estate, 18 Aug. 1657, having 
been his wife less than two years. There is no record of any 
children by this marriage. 

She next married, as her third husband, and as his second 
wife, in Dorchester, 8 Oct. 1657, Henry Kibby, whose first wife, 
Rachel, had deceased there, 15 July 1657. Henry Kibby then 
died 10 Aug. 1661, leaving her again a widow, and the mother 
of a son by him, Sherebiah Kibby, born in Dorchester 2 Dee. 
1657, of whom more later. 

Two months later, 12 Nov. 1661, she was married by Peter 
Brackett of Braintree, to her fourth husband, John Gurney Sr., 
a tailor of that place, who died in 1662-63, his inventory being 
filed, 16 Mar, 1663. She apparently had no children by Gurney. 

With her various dower rights in her four deceased husbands’ 
estates, she was probably a fairly prosperous widow, when she 
married, as her fifth husband, and his third wife, in Chelms- 
ford, 3 July 1667, John Burge. There were no children by this 
marriage. Two years later, 9 July 1669, she died in Chelms- 
ford, having married five times, and having had four children 
by her first husband, and one child by her third husband. 

Mrs. Holman gives as references to the above data, Savage; 
Braintree, Dorchester, Chelmsford, and Weymouth Vital 
Records ; Suffolk Deeds, Probate, and Returns; Middlesex Deeds 
and Probate; History of Weymouth; and other sources. 

Now the Fletcher Genealogy, published many years ago, gives 
the following data in which our Grissell is called Cary ; 

‘*Motion to Court by William Fletcher of Chelmsford his 
sister Cary on her deathbed desired him & her husband to take 
eare of her children. Willing to be engaged for the child 
Sherebiah Kibby.’’ 

This was evidently taken from Wyman Notes, which states 
that, 28 Apr. 1671, on the motion of William Fletcher of Chelms- 
ford his sister Cary on her death bed desired him and her 
husband to take Charge of her children willing to be engaged 
for the Child Sherabiah Kibby. (Wyman’s Notes 2:119.) 

Of course, Wyman misread the ‘‘Cary.’’ Mrs. Holman 
thought the original was ‘‘Gurney.’’ But a C, R. Fletcher 
states that he has a photograph of the original citation and that 
the name is plainly ‘‘Burge.’’ Mr. Fletcher obtained his photo- 
graph from a descendant living near Boston who had in his 
possession according to the said Mr. Fletcher the original paper. 

The Middlesex Court Files have been carefully examined for 
the period and the original paper is indeed missing. It should 
of course be returned as it is the legal property of the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts. Unfortunately, the Middlesex Court 
Book in which a brief account of this action would appear, has 
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been missing for years. The compiler of this acecunt has been 
unable to obtain the address of the present possessor of the 
missing document. 

The ‘‘ Annals of Mendon,’’ page sixty-one, verifies that it was 
the widow Gurney who was meant: 

‘*To the Selectman of Mendon: Theas are to Informe you by 
us William ffletcher and John Burge, both of us of the towne 
of Chelmsford, apointed by the Corts order to be gardians to 
the child of the widdow Gurney that was and Last of all wife to 
the abovesaid John Burge, she being of a sound understanding 
did will unto her son Joseph Juell all that A Commodation that 
there was there at the Towne of Mendon, Laid out and given 
unto her the said widdow Gurney, with all the apurtenances and 
priviledges In any wise apertaining or belonging thereunto, upon 
this condition that the said Joseph Juell do pay to Nathaniel 
Juell and Merey Juell fifteen pounds and Sherrabya Keby tenn 
pounds. Our desire and request unto the Selectman of the said 
towne of Mendon that y* would Record the said a Commodation 
to Joseph Juell for his security 


Witness our hands Chelmsford this 5 of the 4 month 1675 
William Fletcher 
John Burge’’ 


Children: 
By Thomas Jewell born in Braintree, 


i. Joseph Jewell, b. 24 Apr. 1642. 

ii. Nathaniel Jewell, b. 15 Apr. 1643. 

iii. Grissell Jewell, b. 19 Mar. 1652; m. Joshua’ Fletcher, son of 
William’. 

iv. Mercy Jewell, b. 14 Apr. 1653, 


By Henry Kibby in Dorchester, 


v. Sherebiah Kibby, b. 2 Dec. 1659. 


THE FAMILIES OF HUGH ROE AND 
WILLIAM DUDLEY 


By Grorce McK. Roserts, Esq., of New York, N. Y. 


The will of Hugh Roe, dated 5 Aug. 1689, in Suffield, Conn., 
was recorded 3 Mar. 1690 in the Probate Court of Hampshire 
County, Mass., located at Northampton, Mass., as Suffield was 
then in Hampshire County. It mentioned among other children 
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a daughter Mary Densloe, to whom he left £5. However, the 
original will is not on file, apparently having been lost, and 
there is the recorded copy only. As his daughter Mary married 
William Dudley in 1661, and they were both living in 1700, it 
appears that the name ‘‘Densloe’’ must be an error in copying 
the will into the registry book, volume 1, page 287. 

The writer has spent over fifteen years in research on the 
Denslow family and has failed to find any authority for the 
oft-repeated statement that Mary Roe married a Denslow, aside 
from the recorded copy of Hugh Roe’s will above mentioned, in 
which the name ‘‘Densloe’’ is believed to be an error of the 
recorder. Several accounts of the Dudley family refer to the 
wife of William Dudley as Mary Stoe or Stow,* and Mr. Dean 
Dudley, in his The History of the Dudley Family, pp. 303, 343, 
344, and pedigree between pp. 96-97, refers to her thus. But 
in his ‘‘Supplement,’’ p. 96, he corrects this and says that she 
was the daughter of Hugh Roe, ‘‘according to Roe’s will.’’ 
Whether at that time the original will was available for inspec- 
tion is not determined. It may be conceded, however, that Mary 
Roe was never Mary Denslow. 

The recorded copy of Hugh Roe’s will shows that he signed 
with a mark, and the spelling ‘‘Rhoe’’ therein was doubtless an 
error of the seribe. The will of Hugh Roe, from an attested 
copy secured from the Registry of Probate at Northampton in 
1929, follows: 


Here Followeth a Coppy of the Last Will & Testiment of Hugh Rhoe 
deceased taken p Suffield August 5th 1689 This is the Last Will & testi- 
ment of Hugh Rhoe being verry sick & Weake in body but of perfect 
understanding & Memory— 

Impr first I give my Soule unto the Lord who gave it & my Body unto 
ye Earth from whence it was taken & as for ye Estate which the Lord hath 
graciously given me I doe dispose of it as followeth my honest debts & 
funerall expences being discharged 

First I give & bequeath my whole estate unto my Loveing Son Petr Rhoe, 
& my Grandchild John Werner whome I make joynt Executors of this my 
Last Will & they to take ptsent possession of ye same after my decease & 
to improve it unto ye best advantage save only it is to be understood yt they 
doe Honotably & Comfortably provide for & maintaine my beloved Wife 
Abigaile Rhoe for her life tyme & alsoe it is to be understood yt ye abovesd 
Petr Rhoe & John Werner doe pay my just debts & Legacies as after Follow- 
eth, as for my debts both former & later yt they be truely payd by both ye 
Executots as alsoe ye Legacies which Follow Only it is to be understood 
yt John Warner shall not be constrained to pay any of the Legacies untill 
one yeare after he comes unto ye age of twentie one years, & yt this my 
last Will may be duely & faithfully performed in every part of it I doe 
desire & appointe my Loveing Friends & Neighbors to take ye oversight of 
my Estate yt it may at all tymes responesable for ye performance of this 
Will & Doe hereby impower y™ as overseers for yt end & Especially to 


a The marriage of William Dudley to Mary Roe on 4 Nov. 1661 was entered in the 
Saybrook Land Records, vol. 1, p. 109; the bride’s name is plainly written ‘Roe.” 
—Editor-in-Chief. 
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take Especiall care of yt my Loveing Wife Abigaile Rhoe be not in any 
kinde Neglected or greived. 

2ly I give & bequeath unto my daughter Mary Densloe the sum of five 
pounds & unto my Daughtr Elizabeth Merrell the feather bed which I now 
lye on & alsoe ye sum of five pounds & unto my daughter Abigaile Taylor 
the Sum of ten pounds to her & to her children if she be not Nessessitated 
to make use of it herself. But as for Thomas Taylor my Will is that hee 
shall never have any thing to doe with it, & that my daughter Abigaile 
shall have no power to dispose of it or any pt of it unto Thomas Taylor 

Alsoe I give unto my daughter Abigaile two feather bolsters, a grate 
pewter platter & a great Basson & two feather pillows & if she continues 
in this desolate condition a libertie to live in the house for ye Terme of 
Seven Yeares after my decease— 

I give unto my Grandchild Abigaile Kent the Sum of fiftie shillings & 
I give unto my Grand child Abigaile Werner ye Sum of fiftie shillings & 
a yeareling heifer & alsoe I give unto my Grandchild Thomas Werner the 
Sum of fiftie shillings provided that he be willing to live with his Bror 
John Werner & if the s4 Thomas Werner be not willing to live with his 
Brot Jn° Werner, then my Will is yt he shall live with my daughter Elizabeth 
Merrill at Seabrook Memorandum whereas I did formerly say that John 
Werner should have the featherbed weh I Now lye on haveing forgot that I 
had given the same unto my daughter Elizabeth Merrill we? now my Will is 
that she should have it, therefore I give Unto John Werner insteade thereof 
the furniture of ye sd Bed & ye bedsteade & the bed which John Werner 
doth Generally lye upon 

My Will is that my Estate shall always be responceable for ye perform- 
ance of my ingagements to geather with the Town Unto Mr John Emerson 
if it please the Lord to bring him unto ye Town a gaine as alsoe that my 
Estate shall be responceable for ye incouragement of any other Minester 
that the Town shall make choise of if Mt Emerson should by any meanes be 
discouraged Now I say againe yt this my Last Will may be faithfully per- 
formed in every pt of it I doe desire my Loveing Freinds & Neighbors 
Abram Dible & Thomas Huxley & David Wintchall to take the Oversight 
of it, & doe appointe y™ overseers & in case that they should bee any 
palpable Neglects in the s@ Executots respecting my Loveing Wife or 
faithfull discharge of ye Legacies above mentioned I doe hereby impower 
ye sd Overseers to take possession of ye Estate into yr Own hands for the 
discharge of the premises— 

It is my Will & desire yt my Freinds the afores4 Overseers shall be 
sufficiently Satisfyed for what tyme & trouble they have bin or shall bee 
at In Witness yt this is my Will I have set to my hand or Mark in ye 
ptsence of us 

August 5th 1689 ye Mark X of 
Hugh Rhoe 


Anthony Austin Sent 
Quintan Stockwell [his mark] 
Thomas Huxley [his mark] 


Thomas Huxley & Quintan Stockwell made Oath that they were prsent 
w2 Hugh Rhoe signed this writeing as his Last Will & Testiment & was 
of Sound mynde w® he did it before ye Corte March 30 1690 


The Family of Hugh Roe 


Hugh Roe, died at Suffield, Conn., 5 Aug. 1689; married 
Abigail ————,, who died 3 Sept. 1689. Children :” 


b The order of birth is not certain. Certain additional matter concerning the daughters 
Sarah and Elizabeth and their families has been supplied by the Editor-in-Chief. 
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i. Mary, b. prob. by 1643; d. between 1726 and 1728; m. (1) 4 Nov. 
1661, William Dudley, b. at sea, 8 June 1639, d. at Saybrook, 
May 1700/1; m. (2) Richard Dart; see below. 

ii. Sarah, b. prob. in or before 1653; d. after May 1681 and before 
Aug. 1689; m. before 1671 Daniel Warner, who d. at Farming- 
ton in 1679, son of John Warner. Apparently Daniel Warner 
had had a former wife by whom he had a son Daniel, b. abt. 
1667, since the son Daniel survived but was not named in the 
will of Hugh Roe. Children (Warner): 1. John, b. abt. 1671. 
2. Abigail, b. abt. 1673. 3. Samuel, b. abt. 1675, not named in 
Roe’s will in 1689. 4. Thomas, b. abt. 1677. [See Manwar- 
ing’s Digest of Hartford Probate Records, vol. 1, p. 375; and 
Col. Ree. of Conn., vol. 3, p. 84.] 

iii. Esther, d. at Weymouth, Mass., 11 July 1655. 

iv. Samuel, b. at Weymouth, 14 Jan. 1655/6; d. at Suffield, 1 Mar. 
1687/8. 

v. Abigail, b. prob. by 1660; d. at Suffield, 13 Oct. 1691; m. at 
Suffield, 15 June 1678, Thomas Taylor, b. 5 Oct. 1655, d. at 
Suffield, 6 Jan. 1740/1, son of Stephen and Elizabeth (Newell) 
Taylor. He m. (2) Hannah Granger, b. at Newbury, Mass., 
15 May 1666,¢ d. at Suffield, 9 Sept. 1729, dau. of Launcelot 
and Joanna (Adams) Granger, by whom he had several children, 
Children (Taylor): 1. Elizabeth, b. 6 Sept. 1682. 2. Nathaniel, 
b. 22 Aug. 1684, d. 3 Jan. 1684/5. 3 Mabel, b. 1 Dec. 1685. 

vi. Peter, b. prob. abt. 1662-64; d. at Suffield, 4 Feb. 1638/9; m. 
24 Jan. 1688/9, Sarah Remington, b. at Rowley, Mass., 8 Dec. 
1668, dau. of Thomas and Mehitabel (Walker) Remington. 
Children (Roe): 1. Samuel, b. 25 Nov. 1689, d. 29 Nov. 1689. 
2. Abigail, b. 23 Sept. 1691. 3. Samuel, b. 30 Jan. 1693/4. 
4. Sarah, b. 17 July 1696. 5. Elizabeth, b. 4 Mar. 1698/9. 
6. Mary, b. 7 May 1701. 7. John, b. 4 Feb. 1703/4. 8. Mercy, 
b. 19 July 1706. 9. Thomas, b. 28 July 1708. 10. Hannah, 
b. 28 July 1711. 

vii. Elizabeth, b. perhaps by 1665; d. by 1693; m. Thomas Merrill, 
who d. at Saybrook, Conn., 7 Nov. 1711. He m. (2) at Say- 
brook, 25 May 1693, Hannah Hill, by whom he had four sons. 
Children (Merrill): 1. Elizabeth, b. 13 Dee. 1685; m. 13 May 
1720, Thomas Wells. 2. Thomas, b. middle of May 1688; 
d. s. p. at Saybrook in 1759. 


It will be noted that, figured from known dates, all the 
children of Hugh Roe could have been born between 1643 and 
1665, and hence could all have been by the same mother, There 
may have been other (unknown) children who died young. 


The Family of William Dudley 


William Dudley, born at sea 8 June 1639, was eldest son of 
William and Jane (Lutman) Dudley, the parents having been 
married at Ockley, co. Surrey, Eng., 24 Aug. 1636, and having 
come with the company that settled Guilford, Conn. The 
younger William was a deacon, and settled in Saybrook, Conn., 
where his marriage and the births of his children are recorded. 
He married, 4 Nov. 1661, Mary Roe, born probably about 1643, 


ec Possiblv the ‘daughter of Lancelot’’ born that day. 
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died between 1726 and 1728, daughter of Hugh and Abigail 
(————_) Roe. She married second, Richard Dart, who died 
at New London, 24 Sept. 1724. 

William Dudley’s will, dated 2 Sept. 1700, proved 29 May 
1701, mentions his wife Mary, sons William, Daniel, Samuel and 
Joseph, and daughters Elizabeth and Mehitable. The will of 
Mary Dart, dated 15 June 1726, proved 7 May 1728, mentions 
sons, William and Daniel Dudley, daughter Elizabeth Reming- 
ton, and son-in-law [stepson] Roger Dart. 


Children : 


i. Mary, b. 5 Sept. 1662; m. 11 Mar. 1686, Nicholas Mason. 
ii. William, b. 8 Aug. 1665; d. at Saybrook, 9 Feb. 1716/7; m. 18 
Apr. 1695, Mary Hill; had nine children. 
iii. Abigail, b. 24 May 1667; d. at Suffield, 26 Oct. 170-; m. 9 May 
1686, John Kent, b. at Gloucester, Mass., 27 Apr. 1664,4 d. at 
Suffield, 11 Apr. 1721, son of Samuel and Frances (Woodall) 
Kent; he m. (2) 19 May 1709, Abigail Winchell, b. at Suffield, 
18 June 1679, d. there 21 Mar. 1767. Abigail (Dudley) Kent 
was named in the will of her grandfather Hugh Roe. 
iv. Joseph, b. 3 Mar. 1668/9; d. 26 July 1670. 
v. Deborah, b. 11 Nov. 1670; d. 22 July 1709; m. 1 Apr. 1696, 
James Brainard, b. at Haddam, Conn., 2 June 1669, d. 10 Feb. 
1742/3, son of Daniel and Hannah (Spencer) Brainard. He 
m. (2) 23 May 1711, Sarah Daniels, b. 10 Feb. 1679, d. 4 June 
1770, dau. of Jonathan and Mary (Chappell) Daniels. 
vi. Samuel, b. 4 Nov. 1672; d. at Saybrook, in 1713; m. Elizabeth 
Hill, dau. of Thomas Hill. 
vii. Joseph, b. 14 Sept. 1674; d. in 1743/4; m. 10 Dec. 1697, Sarah 
Pratt, b. at Saybrook, 5 June 1680, dau. of John and Sarah 
(Jones) Pratt. 
viii. Sarah, b. 3 Jan. 1676/7. 
ix. Elizabeth, b. 4 Mar. 1678/9; d. after 1718; m. at Suffield, 2 Dee. 
1703, Joseph Remington, b. at Windsor, Conn., 1 Sept. 1675, 
d. at Suffield, 24 July 1768, son of Thomas and Mehitabel 
(Walker) Remington. He m. (2) 16 May 1759, Thankful 
(Hitchcock) (Phelps) Bush, b. at Springfield, Mass. 18 Oct. 
1686, d. at Suffield, 5 Dee. 1773, dau. of Luke and Sarah 
(Burt) (Dorchester) Hitchcock and widow of John Phelps 
and of Ebenezer Bush.¢ 
x. Mehitabel, b. abt. 1682; d. at East Haddam, Conn., 23 Jan. 
1773; m. 12 July 1710, Joshua Brainard, b. at Haddam, 20 
July 1671, d. 13 May 1755, son of Daniel and Hannah 
(Spencer) Brainard.t 
xi. Daniel, b. perhaps abt. 1685; m. at Saybrook, 2 Sept. 1714, 
Deborah Buell, b. at Killingworth, Conn., 24 Jan. 1674, d. there 
Aug. 1767, dau. of Samuel and Judith (Stevens) Buell. 
d The Dudley Genealogy, which calls him son of John and also son of Thomas, gives 
date of birth as 26 Jan. 1666. 
eShe m. (1) 24 Jan, 1711/2, John Phelps, b. at Westfield, Mass., 27 Dec. 1762, d. 
there 9 Sept. 1741; m. (2) 30 Nov. 1752, Ebenezer Bush, b. 1687, d. 1757. According to 
the Phelps Genealogy she is believed to have m, (2) 17 July 1750, Daniel Cytson, 


f He is said to have m. (1) Mary Olmstead, dau. of Samuel and Mary (Lord) Olm- 
gue, oe she seems young to be available. His wife Mary d. at East Haddam, 25 
ec. 


| 
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PRE-AMERICAN ANCESTRIES 


V. THE LAWRENCE FAMILY OF GROTON AND BOSTON, 
MASSACHUSETTS 


By G. ANDREWS Mortarty, A.M., LL.B., F.S.A., of Bristol, R. I. 


The New England of the middle of the last century strongly 
resembled, genealogically speaking, the England of Elizabeth. 
In each case there had been a great political and social revolu- 
tion one or two generations before, which had swept away the 
old gentry and brought a swarm of novi homines to the front. 
No sooner had these new families become firmly established than 
they felt the need of bolstering up their recent prosperity with 
ancient pedigrees and in both cases obsequious genealogists were 
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at hand to furnish them with a lofty lineage based upon imagi- 
nary proofs, 

The Revolution of 1776 had made a pretty clean sweep of the 
Colonial aristocracy of Massachusetts. Only a handful of the 
leading families of 18th century Boston survived that overturn 
and the names that were once great in Provincial Boston must 
now be sought in New Brunswick and Nova Scotia. The place 
of the old gentry was taken by pushing and enterprising men, 
who, swarming into Boston from the neighboring country towns 
after the Revolution, prospered greatly and founded new 
families, which by the forties of the last century found them- 
selves well established and began to look about them for a 
descent worthy of their new importance. Just as the new rich 
of Elizabeth’s reign, the Spencers, Berties, Russells and Field- 
ings had their Cooke and Dethick, so the new gentility of Boston 
had their Horatio Somerby. Mr. Somerby was a Newburyport 
lawyer, who, about 1840, went to England to reside and sup- 
ported himself by supplying pedigrees to the newly rich of his 
native Commonwealth. Most of his productions are fearfully 
and wonderfully coneocted but, in justice to his memory, I must 
state that some of his pedigrees which I have examined have been 
earefully and accurately compiled upon authentic record evi- 
dence. Hence I have been forced to the conclusion that Mr. 
Somerby gave his clients exactly what they wanted. If they 
wished a true, if somewhat undistinguished, pedigree, they got 
it; on the other hand, if they wanted a splendid but fictitious 
descent, unsupported by facts or record evidence, they got it 
also. 

Among the pedigrees compiled by Mr. Somerb: was one of 
the Lawrence family, which had recently become prominent in 
Boston, made for Hon. Abbot Lawrence, a leading citizen of 
Boston and at one time the American Minister near the Court 
of St. James. Mr. Lawrence, together with his brother, Amos, 
had come from the little Massachusetts hill town of Groton to 
Boston early in the last century. By their ability and energy 
the two brothers had raised themselves to a foremost place in 
that city. Their emigrant ancestor, John Lawrence, a house 
carpenter, settled in Watertown in 1635. In 1660 he went, with 
other artisans and farmers from that place, to settle Groton, 
where he died a respected member of society in 1667. His son, 
Nathaniel, became a man of some consequence in that remote 
and humble rural settlement. He was a deacon of the local 
church, lieutenant of the local company and a fairly large land- 
owner in a community where land was to be had for the asking. 
In Philip’s War he removed with his family for safety from the 
frontier town of Groton to Charlestown End (Stoneham) and 
he died, a highly respected citizen, in 1724, at the house of his 
youngest son, John Lawrence. This John Lawrence, who was a 
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blacksmith, lived in Lexington, Mass., but his posterity returned 
to Groton, where they were prosperous and respected farmers 
and the leading men in the rural community in which they lived. 
From John’s youngest son, Amos, descended the two brothers, 
Abbot and Amos, whose posterity have attained great eminence 
in the political, professional, commercial and industrial life of 
Massachusetts. 

Such, in brief, is the highly respectable history of the family 
since its arrival in America nearly three hundred years ago, and 
with it the family was quite content until the Hon. Abbot Law- 
rence, about the middle of the last century, thirsting for trans- 
Atlantie glories, commissioned Mr. Somerby to search out the 
English ancestry of the first John of Watertown. This was done 
and in due course a wonderous pedigree appeared deducing the 
descent from ‘‘Sir Robert’’ Lawrence of Ashton Hall in Lanea- 
shire, who in 1191 was knighted by Richard of Anjou for his 
good services at Acre and given arms, viz. ‘‘Silver a cross raguly 
gules.’’ In this pedigree John Lawrence, the Watertown 
house carpenter, appears as seventeenth in descent’ from the 
‘‘Crusader.’’ This pedigree was printed in tabular form in the 
New England Historical and Genealogical Register, volume X, 
at page 302. It was also set forth in ‘‘The Family of John 
Lawrence’’ by the Rev. John Lawrence, Boston, 1869, and in the 
second edition of Bond’s Watertown. As no pedigree is stronger 
than its weakest link, I propose to examine it carefully and in 
such examination we shall find that, like all Gaul, it is divided 
into three parts. The first part relates to the establishing of 
the parentage of the emigrant John Lawrence of Watertown. 
The second has to do with the descent of the Lawrences of Wisset 
and Rumburgh, co. Suffolk, from the Lawrences of Ashton Hall. 
The third concerns the descent of the Lawrences of Ashton from 
the crusader, ‘‘Sir Robert.’’ 

Mr. Somerby identified John, the emigrant of 1635, with John, 
son of Henry and Mary Lawrence, baptized at Wisset, co. 
Suffolk, on 8 Oct. 1609, and the Genealogy further states that 
the will of Henry’s father, a certain John Lawrence of Wisset, 
dated 2 June 1606, ‘‘refers to him (ie. Henry) as having 
removed from Wisset to New England, and settled in Charles- 
town.’’ As New England was not settled until many years 
later, it is a little difficult to understand how a Suffolk man, 
making his will in 1606, could refer to a son living in Charles- 
town in New England, which was not founded until 1629, but 
in genealogy of this sort such little things do not matter. 

Now it is true that there was a Henry Lawrence, a fisherman, 
at Charlestown as early as 1635, who died before 1646, leaving 
a son John Lawrence and a widow Christian. This John Law- 
rence, whose wife was named Susanna, was a totally different 
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person from the John Lawrence of Watertown and Groton, as 
anyone may see by referring to that excellent book, Wyman’s 
‘Genealogies and Estates of Charlestown.’’ This John of 
Charlestown died in the Spring of 1672 and on 18 June 1672 
administration on his estate was granted to his widow Susanna, 
who, on 15 August 1676, remarried at Charlestown Thomas 
Tarball, late of Groton, who had removed, with other Groton 
men, to Charlestown at the time of Philip’s War. The widow 
Susanna Tarball died at Charlestown on 5 Jan. 1690/1 aged 
65 years. She left by her first husband, John Lawrence, the 
following children: Susanna, Mary, Sarah, Hannah, Abigail, 
John and probably David and William (this last later of Provi- 
dence, R. I.). All of these persons are well known and their 
history may be found in the records of Middlesex county, 
Massachusetts. 

John Lawrence of Watertown and Groton, on the other hand, 
had a first wife Elizabeth and married secondly at Charlestown, 
2 Nov. 1664, Susanna Batchelder, by whom he had two daugh- 
ters. He died testate at Groton on 11 July 1667. He had issue 
John, Nathaniel (ancestor of the Boston family), Joseph, Jona- 
than, Mary, Peleg, Enoch, Samuel, Isaac, Elizabeth, Zachariah, 
Abigail and Susanna; a fruitful and Puritanical array. There 
was also at Groton a Phoebe Lawrence, who on 24: 10: 1675 had 
issue a natural son, Eliezer. Who she was, I have not been 
able to ascertain. 

These facts conclusively shew that John Lawrence of Water- 
town and Groton and John, son of Henry Lawrence of Charles- 
town, were entirely different persons and hence we get no help 
here to shew that John of Watertown was the son of Henry 
Lawrence of Wisset. 

In the second edition of Bond’s Watertown, where the Law- 
rence pedigree is printed, it is stated, without more, that Robert 
Lawrence, who is a known son of Henry Lawrence of Wisset, 
mentions in a deposition his brother ‘‘John in New England.’’ 
Such a statement, without reference as to where the above deposi- 
tion is to be found and without any further information, is, of 
course, without any probative value. As all the information 
regarding the English ancestry of the Groton Lawrences is 
derived from Mr. Somerby’s researches, I have searched his 
original notes upon the Lawrence family, deposited, with his 
other papers, in the library of the New England Historie 
Genealogical Society, for this deposition without success. I 
would like further to point out that even if such a deposition 
actually exists more evidence would be necessary to shew that it 
actually referred to John of Watertown. 

As the case stands we have only Mr. Somerby’s word that 
there was such a deposition and when we consider that a great 
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many of the pedigrees constructed by him are either unprovable 
or have been actually disproved," such a statement, without more, 
has no probative value. Accordingly the only verdict that ean 
be rendered, as regards the parentage of John Lawrence of 
Watertown, is the Scotch one of ‘‘not proven,’’ and, while it is 
most probable that John Lawrence was a Suffolk man, as the 
name is quite common in that county, it seems unlikely that 
he belonged to the Wisset and Rumburgh family, whose social 
status was considerably higher than that of the Watertown 
settler. 

We now turn to the pedigree of the Wisset and Rumburgh 
family, which can be traced back for a number of generations 
in Rumburgh to a certain Thomas Lawrence of Rumburgh, 
whose will was dated 17 July 1471. The pedigree, without 
giving any proof, states that he was the son of a certain John 
Lawrence, who is said to have died in Suffolk in 1461 and that 
he in turn was the son of Nicholas Lawrence of Agercroft, a 
cadet of the Lawrences of Ashton Hall in Laneashire. This is 
probably based upon some Tudor compilation and its value can 
be estimated by the statement that Nicholas Lawrence, who lived 
in the first half of the fifteenth century had a grandson, who died 
in 1601! Laneashire is a long way from Suffolk and better proof 
than the unsupported statement of some Tudor pedigree maker 
is necessary to connect the two families. The late William Whit- 
more, Esq., of Boston in a carefully compiled article in the 
Herald and Genealogist shewed that the descent of the Suffolk 
family from Nicholas of Agercroft was totally unproved. 

We now reach the last lap of this preposterous pedigree, i.e., 
the descent of the Lawrences of Ashton Hall from the com- 
panion in arms of the Lion Hearted Richard. The public 
records, calendars and abstracts of which for this early period 
are now in print, are strangely silent regarding this family until 
the middle of the fourteenth century, when the name begins 
to occur in connection with Ashton (ef. Victoria County History 
of Laneashire under Ashton). As to the valiant ‘‘Sir Robert,’’ 
he was so shy and modest as to his exploits against the accursed 
Paynim that he does not make his existence known until some 
three hundred years later in the spacious days of the Tudors, 
about the time when such heroes of the preceding centuries begin 
to come to life. I have long sought the origin of ‘‘Sir Robert”’ 
and his immediate successors and I have, at last, found it, as I 
believe, in a pedigree compiled by Garter Wriothesley (died 
1534) for his kinsmen the Dorset Lawrences, whom he foisted 
onto the Ashton Hall family; since that time, ‘‘Sir Robert,’’ 
like his comrade in arms, ‘‘Sir Miles Carrington,’’ the mythical 
ancestor of the Smith-Carringtons, has been sounding his fame 


a For example, Sears, Warren, Sturgis and Arnold. 
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loud and long both here and in England. (This pedigree will be 
found in Hutchin’s Dorset.) 

To sum up. There is no evidence that the Lawrences were at 
Ashton Hall prior to the middle of the fourteenth century; 
there is no evidence that the Suffolk family of the name derive 
from the Laneashire family ; and finally there is no evidence that 
John Lawrence, son of Henry of Wisset, is identical with John 
Lawrence, the early settler of Watertown and Groton.” The 
name is derived from that of a well-known mediaeval saint, and 
at the period when surnames were assumed many persons, not 
necessarily related, but connected with one or another of the 
numerous religious establishments dedicated to that Saint, 
assumed the name. 

The writer of this monograph is actuated by no desire to cast 
reflections upon the distinguished Boston family of the name 
but, as he descends from two of the children of Deacon Nathaniel 
Lawrence of Groton, his investigations were undertaken solely 
with reference to his own ancestry, and this paper is the result 
of his belief that the true facts about pedigrees should be made 
known in the interest of sound genealogical studies. 


VI. WILLIAM EDWARDS OF HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT 


By Dona.p Lines Jacosus, M.A., of New Haven, Connecticut 


An article by the late Col. Charles E. Banks in the New York 
Genealogical and Biographical Record, volume 62, pages 116-120, 
gave evidence proving that William Edwards, American founder 
of the noted Jonathan Edwards family, was son of Rev. Richard 
Edwards, born about 1590, died 1625, of the parishes of Aldgate 
and Stepney in London. Col, Banks made the suggestion that the 
father of the Rev. Richard Edwards may have been a Richard 
Edwards to whom there is a reference in 1598 in the Middlesex 
Sessions Roll. 

So far as the writer is aware, attention has never been called 
in this connection to the Richard Edwards who appeared as com- 
plainant in an action brought in 1590, found in Chancery Pro- 
ceedings, 1 Eliz. B. & A. E. 5,12. The documents were, how- 
ever, published in Suffolk Manorial Families, by Joseph James 
Muskett and Frederic Johnson, Exeter, England, 1914, volume 3, 
part 2, page 51, as the defendant in the action was John Fair- 
clough of Bedfordshire, and pages 43-75 in this volume are con- 
cerned with records pertaining to the Fairclough family. 


b The Lawrences, like other Boston families for whom Mr. Somerby worked, unfortu- 
nately gave their children names connected with his (since proved worthless) pedigrees. 
Thus we have Ashton Lawrence, Knyvet Sears, and Clipston Sturgis, all names derived 
a. Somerby’s work and based on the mistaken assumption that his work was 

iable. 


|. 
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Briefly, the information to be gleaned from this Chancery case 
(the documents are in part illegible) is that Richard Edwards 
of Okeley, co. Bedford, or Elizabeth his widow, was seized of a 
tenement and land in Okeley ; Elizabeth died of the great plague. 
Their son William Edwards was father of Richard (the com- 
plainant), who was an infant when William died. For fear of the 
plague they removed Richard to London, ‘‘for almost all the 
inhabitants of Okeley dyed.’’ Richard Edwardes of London 
claimed the Okeley property in 1590. John Fairclough in his 
answer claimed that one Richard Edwards (presumably the 
grandfather) sold the property fifty-two years previously to 
John Stokes, and that Stokes sold to another (name indecipher- 
able) from whom Fairclough bought it. Fairclough referred to 
the grandmother of the complainant as Isabell; a name which 
was used interchangeably with Elizabeth. 

We make no claim of identity, but the repetition of the names 
Richard and William is interesting and may be significant. To 
sum up: Richard Edwards with wife Elizabeth or Isabel was 
living in Oakley,* co. Bedford, in 1538; they had a son William 
who died in early manhood leaving a son Richard who in 1590 
was living in London. Col. Banks has suggested that a Richard 
Edwards who was living in Whitechapel in London in 1598 may 
have been the father of Rev. Richard who was born about 1590; 
and it is known that Rev. Richard was father of William, founder 
of the American family. The dates make it entirely possible for 
Rev. Richard’s father to have been the Richard who was son 
of William and grandson of Richard of Oakley. The recurrence 
of the names Richard and William makes this a clue which 
deserves further investigation. 


Vil. JOHN WHITNEY OF WATERTOWN, MASS. 
By Donatp LinEs Jacosus, M.A., of New Haven, Conn. 


[Published by permission of Mrs. Horatio Ford of South Euclid, Ohio, on 
whose behalf this study was made. All rights of republication in any form 
are reserved by Mrs. Ford.] 

The Ancestry of John Whitney, a handsome volume published 
by Henry Melville, A.M., LL.B., in 1896 (DeVinne Press, New 
York), is the basis for the statement that John Whitney of 
Watertown, Mass., was a great-grandson of Sir Robert Whitney 
of Whitney. Since then, it has been repeated, with elaboration 
of the galaxies of royal personages which bedizzen the ancestral 
heaven of the Whitneys of Whitney, in many other publications; 
most recently, in Familes Directly Descended from All the Royal 
Families in Europe and Mayflower Descendants, by Mrs. Eliza- 
beth M, Leach Rixford (East Highgate, Vt., 1932), and in the 


a The name was spelt Okeley in the documents. 


| 
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April 1933 number of Americana—lIllustrated. It is understood 
that several societies in which eligibility depends upon descent 
from royal or baronial families have long accepted this Whitney 
line. 

Mr. Melville’s book contains much genuine evidence, and the 
reader is likely to be favorably impressed. In making a critical 
analysis of the evidence, we shall accept it at face value, on the 
assumption that the underlying evidence is all accurately 
reported. So far as possible, we checked the statements made 
and found no inaccuracies except in some of the royal descents. 

John Whitney came to New England in 1635, and the shipping 
list states the ages of himself, his wife Ellen, and five children. 
The names of John and his wife and two eldest sons are the 
same as those of a family which had some children baptized at 
Isleworth, about nine miles from London. The ages as stated 
in the ship list do not agree very closely with the baptisms at 
Isleworth. Despite this, Mr. Melville’s conclusion that John of 
Watertown, Mass., was identical with John Whitney of Isle- 
worth has much in its favor. It is known positively that the age 
of the emigrant John was grossly understated in the shipping list, 
because John’s age at death is stated in the Watertown records. 
The names of the wife and children are identical, and the ages 
of the children in the shipping list do not differ from the Isle- 
worth baptisms by more than two years. The shipping officials 
were often careless. 

The next step is to identify John Whitney of Isleworth with 
the John who was baptized on 20 July 1592 in Westminster 
Parish, London, the son of Thomas Whitney and Mary Bray 
who were married at Westminster on 12 May 1583. Mr. Melville 
also makes a strong case for this identification, the chief evidence 
being the records of the guild of Merchant Tailors. Thomas was 
called ‘‘gentleman’’ in some records. The social standing of 
John Whitney in Watertown was good; he was frequently called 
‘*Mr.’’ in contemporary records, held important town offices, and 
apparently had better than an average education. 

Thomas and Mary (Bray) Whitney had nine children bap- 
tized at Westminster, and the burials of five of them are recorded 
there. The burial of Margaret. daughter of Thomas, is recorded 
at Isleworth, and if the record relates to the daughter of our 
Thomas of Westminster, it shows a connection of this Whitney 
family with Isleworth before John settled there. Apparently, 
only three children of Thomas survived: John (1592), Francis 
(1599-1643), and Robert (1605-1662). When Mr. Thomas Whit- 
ney died in 1637, administration on his estate was granted to his 
sons Francis and Robert. The name of the son John was not 
mentioned. While unfortunate, that fact does not invalidate the 
belief that he was still living and had come to New England. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


86 THE AMERICAN GENEALOGIST 


We therefore accept, at least tentatively, the conclusions reached 
by Mr. Melville identifying John Whitney of Watertown as son 
of Thomas Whitney of Westminster, though the proof is less 
positive than could be wished. We now reach the crucial point 
in the pedigree. Mr. Melville reprinted certain Harleian manu- 
seript pedigrees in the British Museum to prove that Thomas of 
Westminster was son of Robert, the third son of Sir Robert 
Whitney of Whitney. 

One of these pedigrees is to be seen in the Visitation of 
Gloucestershire, 1623, published by the Harleian Society. It 
states that Robert, son of Sir Robert Whitney, married Elizabeth 
daughter of Morgan ap Gwillims, and had four sons, Nicholas, 
William, Thomas, and Richard, and two daughters, Margaret and 
Anne. It does not identify the son Thomas as being of West- 
minster. Mr. Melville’s book does not produce the will or pro- 
bate action on the estate of Robert (third son of Sir Robert) ; 
nor extracts from parish registers concerning this Robert and 
his children; nor any contemporary documents whatever regard- 
ing this family. In view of the well-known defects often occur- 
ring in these Harleian copies of Visitation pedigrees, and the 
absence of identification of this Robert’s son Thomas with our 
Thomas of Westminster, this generation must be viewed as a very 
weak link in the chain of descent. 

Just how weak it is, we learn when we check the dates. Sir 
Robert Whitney was a minor when his father died in 1541, and 
became the ward of Sir James Baskerville, whose daughter he 
married. Their eldest son, Sir James Whitney, died in 1587 
aged 43, and consequently was born about 1544. From these 
known dates, we can safely set Sir Robert’s date of birth as 
about 1522, and his marriage about 1543, dates which harmonize 
well with what is known of the earlier part of the pedigree back 
of Sir Robert. 

Sir Robert’s eldest son, Sir James, as we have shown, was born 
about 1544. The date of birth of the second son, Eustace, is not 
stated, but he did not marry very early in life and his children 
were born in the 1590’s. On the assumption that Sir Robert’s 
three surviving sons were born at fairly short intervals, and 
that they were the three eldest children, born before any of the 
daughters and without the intervening births of any children 
who may have died in infancy, it will be seen that the birth 
of the third son, Robert, cannot well be placed earlier than 
1547. This is the earliest possible date; the probabilities would 
favor a somewhat later date. 

Our Thomas of Westminster (father of John) was married 
in May 1583. We do not know his age; but supposing that he 
was a son of Robert of Gloucestershire and that he came from 
the provinces to London to make his fortune, we can hardly 
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assume that he married under the age of twenty. On that 
assumption, his birth cannot be placed later than 1563. At that 
date Robert, third son of Sir Robert, as we have shown, could not 
possibly have been more than sixteen years old. Consequently, 
the alleged line of descent as given in the Melville volume, neces- 
sitates making a man who could not have been born later than 
1563 (and was probably born a few years earlier) the son of a 
man who could not have been born earlier than 1547 (and was 
probably born a few years later), 

In addition to squeezing the chronological possibilities until 
they shriek, this necessitates the assumption that Thomas was 
the eldest son of Robert, although he was assigned the third posi- 
tion on the Gloucestershire pedigree. Too many improbabilities 
are involved to justify acceptance of this line of descent by any- 
one who cares for a reasonable degree of proof. The only posi- 
tive evidence in favor of it is a pedigree in the British Museum 
(Harleian Ms. 1442, f. 67), by which one John Whitney in 1676 
claimed to be the heir male of the Whitneys of Whitney. 

This John stated that he was son of Robert of Westminster, son 
of Thomas of Westminster, son of Robert, third son of Sir Robert 
of Whitney. That made him a nephew of our John of Water- 
town, if we are right in accepting the conclusion that John of 
Watertown was son of Thomas of Westminster. Either that 
conclusion is incorrect, or else the claim made by the later 
London John was fraudulent, for in 1676 the heir male would 
have been the eldest son of John of Watertown, since John was 
the eldest son of Thomas while the father of the London claimant 
was a younger son. This does not speak well for the trustworthy 
character of the pedigree put forward by the claimant; and at 
best it was merely a claim, unsupported by any evidence, and 
unless so supported without legal standing. Aside from this 
equivocal pedigree, the Melville book offers no evidence for 
identifying Thomas Whitney of Westminster with Thomas the 
son of Robert. The only legitimate conclusion is that the ig 
line of descent from Sir Robert Whitney is unproved and, 
view of the chronological difficulties, so highly improbable as 
scarcely to merit acceptance by serious students of genealogy. 

The Melville book indicates that there were Whitneys in Isle- 
worth at an earlier date than John’s settlement there, and per- 
haps the ancestry of Thomas should be sought in that region. 
Sir James Whitney, eldest son-of Sir Robert, died unmarried in 
1587 and left a will which fills nine pages in Mr, Melville’s book. 
He entailed the lands to the heirs male of nine different Whit- 
neys, beginning with his brother Eustace and two uncles, with- 
out making any mention of his brother Robert, the third son of 
Sir Robert, whom apparently he intended to cut off. The entail 
was as follows: 1. Brother Eustace. 2. Uncle George Whitney. 
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3. Uncle William Whitney. 4. Thomas Whitney of Clyro. 
5. Thomas Whitney of Castleton. 6. Richard Whitney, brother 
of the last. 7. James Whitney of Clifford. 8. Francis Whitney 
of London. 9. Eustace Whitney of Clifford. In default of male 
heirs of all these, the estates were to go to Queen Elizabeth and 
her successors. 

The estates actually went to the brother Eustace, and eventu- 
ally to the granddaughters of Eustace. It is interesting that 
one of the residuary heirs named in the entail (the eighth) was 
Francis Whitney of London, for Thomas of Westminster named 
a son Francis. There is just a possibility that this was the line 
of Thomas of Westminster, and that the grandson of Thomas 
when he made his claim in 1676 had heard of the entail and knew 
that Thomas was one of the remote contingent heirs. In that 
event, the claim may have keen made in good faith; but in 
ignorance of the exact line of descent, Thomas was erroneously 
identified with the son of Robert (third son of Sir Robert), the 
one branch of the family which, ironically enough, had no claim 
whatever under the entail. 


THOMAS OLNEY OF ST. ALBANS, ENGLAND, AND 
PROVIDENCE, RHODE ISLAND 


By CLARENCE ALMON TorREY, Ph.B., of Dorchester, Mass. 


Mr. John Osborne Austin, in his Genealogical Dictionary of 
Rhode Island, page 352, states that Thomas Olney of Providence 
and his wife, Mary Small, came from St. Albans, England, in 
1635, with their sons Thomas, born 1632, and Epenetus, born 
1634. The chief source of this statement is the shipping list of 
the Planter, under date of 2 April 1635, published in Hotten’s 
Original Lists, page 45, where we find the names of Tho: Olney, 
a shoemaker, aged 35, Marie Olney, aged 30, Tho: Olney, aged 3, 
and Epenetus Olney, aged 1. 

The maiden name of Thomas Olney’s wife was of course not 
stated in the shipping list, but from the records of St. Albans 
Abbey it appears that her name was Mary Ashton, and not Mary 
Small as Mr. Austin stated. Mary Ashton was a daughter of 
James Ashton of St. Albans, and her mother’s baptismal name 
was probably Alice. 

The Olney and Ashton baptisms, marriages and burials entered 
in the register of St. Albans Abbey, Hertfordshire, England, 
previous to 1661, follow: 
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Baptisms 
Page 
1631/2 Jan. 6 Thomas sonne of Thomas Olney by his 
wyf [sic] 66 
1633/4 Feb. 14 Epinetus y* sonne of Tho: Olney et p 
Marie vx. 68 
Marriages 
1618 July 7 Nicolas Grene & Joan Oneye. 144 
1622/3 Jan. 19 Walter Cowley & Marie Oneey. 146 
1629 Sep. 16 Thomas Olney and Mary Ashton. 148 
1633 Oct. 9 Marten Element et Lidia Olney. 149 
1652 June 24 Joseph Heydon & Elizabeth Olney, 157 
Burials 
1639 Apr. 2 Widd, Olney. 221 
Baptisms 
1603/4 Mar. 4 James sonne of James Ashton. 39 
1605 Aug.25 Marie dough: of James Ashton. 40 
1607 June 7 John sonne of James Ashton. 42 
1608/9 Mar.12 Martha doughter of James Ashton. 43 
1610/1 Feb. 10 Alice doughter of James Ashton. 45 
1612/3. Mar. 7 Elizabeth dough: of James Ashton. 47 
1615 Apr. 2 Daniel sonne of James Ashton. 49 
1617/8 Feb. 1 Alice dough: of James Ashton. 52 
1619/20 Feb. 23 Sara doughter of James Ashton by Alice 
his wyfe. 54 
1630 Apr. 18 Thomas sonne of James Ashtone by Alice 
his wyf, 64 
1630/1 Jan. 16 Susanne dawghter of Daniel Ashton by 
Susanne his wyf. 65 
1640 Dee. 26 Marie y® daug of Daniel Ashton et p 
Dorothie vx. 75 
1653 Dee. 26 Judith y® daugh: of James Ashton & by 
Judith his wife. 86 
1656 July 20 John son of James Ashton per Judeth 
vxor. 89 
1658/9 Jan. 16 James sd of James Ashton per Judeth. 92 


1660 Apr. 7 Marie da of James Ashton per Judeth. 93 


Marriages 


1628 July 17 Thomas Ashtone and Frawnces Hawkins. 147 
1629 Sep. 16 Thomas Olney and Mary Ashton. 148 
1635 Dee. 16 Tho: Redman et Martha Ashton, 150 
1639/40 Jan. 30 Daniel Ashton et Dorothie Stone. 152 


| 
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Burials 
1611 Dee. 28 Margaret Ashton widowe. 203 
1613 July 27 Alice doughter of James Ashton. 204 
1616 Sep. 3 Elizabeth dough: of James Ashton. 206 
1624 Nov. 12 James sonne of James Ashton. 211 
1624 Nov. 12 Martha doughter of James Ashton. 211 
1630/1 Jan. 30 John sonne of Daniel Ashton. 215 
1640 Dee. 10[?7] Daniel Ashton. 222 
1640/1 Jan. 29 Mary y*® daug. Daniel Ashton. 222 
1643 May 22 [blank| the wife of James Ashton. 224 
1648 July 19 Sarah Ashton vidue. 227 
1651 May 27 James Ashton sen, 228 
1659 May 24 James Ashton. 233 


The above records are self-explanatory, and show what is 
known of the Ashton family to which Thomas Olney’s wife 
belonged. To avoid confusion, it should be added that at Chip- 
ping Barnet, about ten miles from St. Albans, in Hertfordshire, 
are found entries concerning another Thomas Olney, who had a 
wife Mary in 1630 and in 1635 married second, Helen Bayley 
|The Herts Genealogist and Antiquary, volume 1, pages 178, 295; 
volume 2, page 242. |* 


THE BRYANS OF AYLESBURY, ENGLAND 


By Howarp J. BANKER, PH.D., Carnegie Institution of Washington, Depart- 
ment of Genetics, Cold Spring Harbor, N. Y. 


Judge C. C. Baldwin in the small brochure appended to his 
Genealogy of the Baldwin Family* believed that he had identi- 
fied Alexander Bryan of Milford, Connecticut, with the Alex- 
ander Bryan whose baptism is recorded on the parish registers 
of Aylesbury, England, Sept. 9, 1602, a son of Thomas Bryan. 
The evidence appears conclusive that Alexander Bryan was from 
this English community; the date of baptism is reasonable and 
there is no other Alexander of this place and period known with 
whom he could be confused. We shall find confirmatory evi- 
dence as we proceed that he was this son of Thomas. Baldwin 
states that Thomas Bryant had other children, at least; Eliza- 
beth, bapt. Nov. 2, 1600; Frances, bapt. March 29; 1604, and 
Mary, bapt. April 19, 1606. He adds nothing further concern- 
ing the family of Thomas, in whom he was not personally inter- 
ested, but gives a few disconnected items that he chanced upon. 

a The marriage license, 26 Aug. 1635, calls him ‘‘Thomas Oney of Chepinge Barnett, 


ostler, widower,” thus helping to identify him with the ‘Thomas Oleney’’ who by wife 
“Marie” had a son Thomas baptized at that place, 3 Feb. 1629/30. 


a Baldwin, C. C. Alexander Bryan of Milford, Connecticut; his ancestors and his 
descendants. Cleveland, Ohio, 1889. 
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The writer, in 1910, had an opportunity for a brief visit to 
the old parish church in Aylesbury and obtained, as he believes, 
all the references to the Bryan name that are contained in these 
registers. The records date back to 1564 and are entered in 
well-bound parchment books which are in an excellent state of 
preservation. The name Bryan appears almost at the beginning, 
the first record of that name being that of the baptism of 
‘*Christopher Bryan the sonne of Robt. Bryan XXII July, 
1565.’’ Entries of the name appear frequently from this date 
until 1657, the last being that of ‘‘Dorathie Bryan the daughter 
of Thomas Bryan buried the 3 of October, 1657.’’ The parish 
clerk, Mr. Joseph J. Jenns, reported that ‘‘from this date the 
name Bryan seems to disappear from the register.’’ Inquiries 
at Aylesbury, Wendover, Aston Clinton and adjacent towns did 
not reveal any living persons of the name. During a period of 
nearly one hundred years these registers contain over 70 entries 
pertaining to the name Bryan and undoubtedly, as we shall see, 
would contain earlier records if the registers extended back to 
an earlier date. 

There would seem to have been more than one Thomas Bryan 
whose children were baptized during this period and unfortu- 
nately the name of the mother is not given at any time in the 
baptismal records, hence the Thomases cannot be distinguished 
except by a careful collocation of the dates. Later the writer 
obtained a copy of the will of Thomas Bryan of Aylesbury who 
was undoubtedly the father of Alexander Bryan of Milford as 
he mentions his son Alexander and there is no other Alexander 
son of Thomas mentioned in the Aylesbury registers. This 
document materially aids us in the interpretation of the church 
records. 

The will of Thomas Bryan is dated October 20, 1611, and was 
proved Nov. 5, following. by ‘‘Frances the relict & sole execu- 
trix.’’ The testator describes himself as ‘‘Thomas Bryan of 
Ailesburie in the county of Bucks, draper.’’ He mentions a 
daughter, Judith Springall, to whom he gives ‘‘that ffether bedd 
& boulster w*" was her mother’s,’’ implying that she was a 
daughter by a former marriage. He then mentions ‘‘two 
sonnes’’ Austen and Alexander, neither of them yet twenty-one 
and apparently not married, also daughters ‘‘ Elizabeth, Rebecca, 
ffaith, Amye, ffrances, Marye, and Anne,’’ none of them yet 
eighteen and none of them married. He mentions further 
‘‘Thomas Brian my sonne,’’ ‘‘Robert Brian my sonne, and 
William my sonne.’’ ‘‘Mary henshawe my kinswoman’’ and 
finally, ‘‘Frances my wief’’ whom he appoints ‘‘sole executrix’’ 
and makes ‘‘my brothers to be overseers of this my last will and 
testament,’’ but unfortunately does not give their names. It 
seems evident from this document that Thomas married twice 
and had at least thirteen children, 
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For comparison we may now refer to the parish registers 
where we find records relating to Thomas Bryan as follows: 
(numbers being prefixed to each item for convenience in 
reference) 


1. Mareh 13, 1579, was baptized Willyam Bryant son of 
Thomas Bryan. 

2. Aug. 11, 1581, was buried Willyam Bryant son of Thomas 
Bryan. 

3. June 20, 1581, baptized Thomas Bryant son of Thomas 
Bryant. 

4. Oct. 21, 1584, was baptized Nathaniel Bryan son of Thomas 
Bryan. 

5. Dee. 23, 1585, was buried Nathaniel Bryan son of Thomas 
Bryan. 

6. June 13, 1586, were married Thomas Bryan and ffrances 
Bowling. 

7. July 20, 1586, was baptized Anne Bryant daughter of 
Thomas Bryant. 

8. Sept. 12, 1587, was baptized Robert Bryan son of Thomas 
Bryan. 

9. Mareh 2, 1588, was baptized Michael Bryan son of Thomas 
Bryan. 

10. July 3, 1590, was baptized Elizabeth Bryant daughter of 
Thomas Bryan. 

11. Nov. 11, 1591, was baptized Willm. Bryan son of Thomas 
Bryan. 

12. April 1, 1593, was baptized Suston Bryan son of Thomas 
Bryan. 

13. May 2, 1593, was buried John son of Thomas Bryan. 

14. April 11, 1595, was baptized John son of Thomas Bryan. 

15. Sept. 3, 1596, was baptized Rebecca daughter of Thomas 
Bryan. 

16. Oct. 8, 1601, was baptized Amy daughter of Thomas Bryan. 

17. Sept. 23, 1602, was baptized Alexander son of Thomas 
Bryan. 

18. March 26, 1604, was baptized ffrances daughter of Thomas 
Bryan. 

19. April 11, 1606, was baptized Mary daughter of Thomas 
Bryan. 

20. Nov. 21, 1606, was baptized Elizabeth daughter of Thomas 
Bryan. 

21. Jan, 21, 1607, was baptized Anne daughter of Thomas 
Bryan, Senr. 

22. March 26, 1609, was baptized John son of Thomas Bryan. 

23. Dee. 1, 1609, was baptized Allice daughter of Thomas 
Bryan. 

24. Oct. 7, 1611, was buried Thomas Bryan. 
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Thereafter appear no records of any children of a Thomas 
Bryan until 1646, an interval of 35 vears, when there are entered 
a series of baptisms, of which we shall speak later, followed by 
the record of the burial of Dorathie Bryan Oct. 3, 1657, as 
cited before, with which all reference to the Bryan family 
ceases. There are, however, records of the baptisms of several 
Thomas Bryans, apparently grandsons, whom we shall mention 
again. It would seem that item 24 pertains to the Thomas Bryan 
whose will was dated Oct. 20, 1611, although the date is incon- 
sistent. In the original records items are arranged in chrono- 
logical groups under a single date apparently according to the 
ecclesiastical calendar. The day of the month is entered in a 
eursive Roman difficult to read and especially liable to error. 
We have taken the dates as interpreted by the parish clerk, 
Joseph Jenns, and cannot vouch for their accuracy but believe 
that. from his familiarity with the records, he was best qualified 
to read this ancient script. My dates differ slightly from the 
few given by Baldwin which may be due to errors on the part 
of one or both in reading these old records. In item No. 12, 
Suston, I believe, is a clerical error easily made for Austen, We 
know from other sources that Austen was sometimes written for 
Augusten and the latter name occurs among the early descend- 
ants of Alexander Bryan of Milford, Connecticut. It seems also 
very probable that, in item 13 recording the burial of the son 
John, 1593 is a misreading for 1595, and that the reference is 
to John of the next item who was baptized a month earlier in 
the latter year. A record of special interest to us reads; ‘‘ Was 
buried Anno 1624 ffrances Bryan widdow the XXIV of Septem- 
ber.’’ This would seem unquestionably to refer to the widow 
of Thomas Bryan and shows that she outlived her husband by 
thirteen years. 

If Thomas Bryan had a son baptized as early as 1579 it is 
evident that he must himself have been born before 1564, the 
year when the parish registers begin, and hence we can hope to 
find no record of his baptism with the name of his father. 
However preceding the record of the baptism of his son William 
in 1579 there are the records of a number of Bryan baptisms in 
the registers, all children of a Robert Bryan as follows: 

25. July 22, 1565, was baptized Christopher Bryan son of 
Robert Bryan. 

26. Sept. 7, 1567, was baptized Jane Bryan daughter of Robert 
Bryan. 

27. March 13, 1569, was baptized Robert Bryan son of Robert 
Bryan. 

28. Jan. 1, 1571, was baptized Susan Bryan daughter of Robert 
Bryan. 
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29. July 3, 1574, was baptized Margaret Bryan daughter of 
Robert Bryan. 

30. March 21, 1581, ‘‘was buryed Joane Bryant wyfe to Robert 
Bryans.”’ 


These records are self-consistent and we find no more records 
of baptisms of children of any Robert Bryan until 1589. These 
appear, therefore, to be all one family and if there were children 
before Christopher, which is reasonable to suppose, they must 
have been baptized before 1564 and hence would not appear on 
the registers. It is evidently possible and even probable that the 
father of Thomas Bryan was this Robert Bryan of Aylesbury. 
Farther than this we are unable to go. 

The parish registers contain the record of the marriage of a 
Robert Bryan and Agnes Carpenter Oct. 3, 1585. It seems 
impossible that this could have been the Robert baptized in 
1569 (item 27) as he would be less than eighteen years of age. 
We are of the opinion that the record is that of a second mar- 
riage of the father, Robert. Later there is the record of the 
baptism of a Roger Bryan son of Robert Bryan, May 22, 1589, 
and no further mention of any children of a Robert Bryan until 
1614. Finally there appear two records; ‘‘Anno 1604, was 
Buryed Robert Bryan the XXVI (?) day of December,’’ and 
yet later ‘‘Was Buried Anno 1624 Old Widdow Bryan the iii of 
March.’’ The expression ‘‘old widow’’ was evidently to dis- 
tinguish her from the younger widow Frances who, as we have 
seen, died later the same year. On the basis of these records we 
venture to summarize the family of Robert Bryan of Aylesbury, 
England, as follows: 


1. Robert Bryan, born probably before 1540; buried in Ayles- 

bury, England, 26 Dec., 1604. He married first, Joane 
who was buried in Aylesbury 21 March, 1581, and 
he married second, 3 Oct., 1585, Agnes Carpenter who was 
buried in the same place 3 March, 1624. 


Children : 
By first wife, 
2. i. Thomas, (?) b. before 1564, 
ii. others (?). 
iii. Christopher, bapt. 22 July, 1565, 
iv. Jane, bapt. 7 Sept., 1567. 
v. Robert, bapt. 13 March, 1569. 
vi. Susan, bapt. 1 Jan., 1571. 
vii. Margaret, bapt. 3 July, 1574. 


By second wife, 
viii. Roger, bapt. 22 May, 1589. 
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We do not know that Robert made any will and have no 
further information of him. It is said that most of the early 
records of Aylesbury have been destroyed. No other reference 
that can be identified with any of the children above named or 
their families has been found by the writer except for Thomas. 
The latter informs us in his will, however, that some of his 
brothers were living as late as 1611, apparently in or near 
Aylesbury. It is possible that traces of them may be found in 
adjacent towns. 

We may now continue our account of the family of Thomas 
Bryan with the following summary compiled from the above 
described data: 


2. Thomas Bryan was born probably in Aylesbury, England, 
before 1564, and was buried at Aylesbury, Oct. 7, 1611. 
He married first, before 1579, who died before 
1586, and he married second, June 13, 1586, Frances 
Bowling of Aylesbury, who was buried there Sept. 24, 1624. 


Children: 
By first wife, 


*i, Judith, born 
ii. William, bapt. March 13, 1579; buried Aug. 11, 
1581. 
*iii. Thomas, bapt. June 20, 1581. 
iv. Nathaniel, bapt. Oct. 21, 1584; buried Dee. 23, 1585. 
v. Anne, bapt. July 20, 1586. 


By second wife, 


3. *vi. Robert, bapt. Sept. 12, 1587. 
vii. Michael, bapt. March 2, 1588. 
viii. Elizabeth, bapt. July 3, 1590. 
4. *ix. William, bapt. Nov. 3, 1591. 
*x. Austen, bapt. April 1, 1593. 
xi. John, bapt. April 11, 1595; buried May 2, 1593. 
(Presumably an error for 1595), 

*xii. Rebecca, bapt. Sept. 3, 1596. 

*xili. Faith, born, 

*xiv. Amy, bapt. Oct. 8, 1601. 

*xv. Alexander, bapt. Sept. 23, 1602. 
*xvi. Frances, bapt. March 26, 1604. 
*xvii. Mary, bapt. April 11, 1606. 

*xvili. Elizabeth, bapt. Nov. 21, 1606, 

*xix. Anne, bapt. Jan. 21, 1607, 

‘xx. John, bapt. March 26, 1609. 

?xxi. Alice, bapt. Nov. 1, 1609. 
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This is a formidable list of children but all the names starred 
are mentioned in the will of Thomas and it is seen that rejecting 
the others as of a different family does not render the problem 
easier of solution. The fact that at the baptism of Anne, Jan. 
21, 1607 (item 21) the father is called ‘‘Thomas Bryan, Senr.’’ 
would imply that there was another Thomas Bryan, presumably 
the son baptized June 20, 1581, and now old enough to be the 
father of a family. Only the last two in the above list could 
be regarded as possibly children of the son unless we assume 
a duplication of names in the two families, and we find no 
records confirming a family for the younger Thomas nor are 
there any children of a Thomas Bryan recorded in the baptismal 
records after the death of Thomas in 1611 until 1646, whereas 
before that date they are frequent. The meniion of Judith in the 
will of Thomas, as we have noticed, implies that she was the 
daughter of a deceased wife. Thomas, Robert, and William are 
mentioned as though they were over twenty-one at the date of 
the will in 1611. Austen and Alexander are distinctly said to 
be not of age. The daughters named. other than Judith, are all 
stated to be less than eighteen and, with the exception of Eliza- 
beth, are evidently named in the order of birth. Faith does not 
appear in the parish registers. However, the only gap in the 
baptisms in which she could be reasonably placed occurs between 
Rebecca and Amy and puts her in the order as given in the 
will. Incredible as it seems we feel constrained to leave the 
list as it is until more conclusive evidence is available. Too 
great stress should not be laid on apparent inconsistencies or 
even discrepancies since such ancient records are not only sub- 
ject to intrinsic errors as well as incorrect interpretation, but 
the social conventions of the period are sometimes unusual. 

From his will we know that Thomas Bryan was a dealer in 
cotton and woolen goods and that he belonged to the merchant 
class. He evidently had some means although it is difficult to 
decide whether he could be accounted a man of wealth. Besides 
the memorial of her mother bequeathed to Judith Springall, pre- 
sumably his eldest child, he gave to his two youngest sons, 
Austen and Alexander, £30 each when they should come of age 
and to his seven younger daughters £10 each as they should 
marry or come to the age of eighteen years, his older children, 
perhaps, having received generously of him during his life time. 
To his eldest son, Thomas, he gave only ten shillings. He directs 
that £10 be paid to his son Robert within one year and to the 
son William £10 to be paid in three years. He also gives £10 
to his ‘‘kinswoman’’ Mary Henshaw but who she was or her 
exact relation to him we do not know. He makes mention of 
land in Waltonfield and Griffin Orchard which he gives outright 
to his wife, Frances, and he makes her both residuary legatee 
and sole executrix. 
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Concerning most of the children of Thomas Bryan we have 
no information except what is suggested in his will and what 
may be gleaned from the parish registers. We know nothing 
further of Judith who evidently married a Springall, presumably 
between 1600 and 1611, but her marriage does not appear in 
the registers. We find no further trace of the son Thomas 
though he was living in 1611. The remaining three children 
of the first marriage seem to have all died young. 

Robert, the first child of the second wife, lived in Aylesbury 
where he engaged in business, married, and had a family. He 
also left a will which is of great aid to us. Michael and Eliza- 
beth appear to have died young as neither is mertioned in the 
father’s will and there was a second Elizabeth. William lived 
to have a family which will be given later. Austen is probably 
a shortened form for Augusten. He was living at the date of 
his father’s will in 1611 apparently unmarried and not quite 
of age. His brother Robert makes no mention of him in his 
will, his name does not appear again in the parish registers, 
nor have we any other trace of him. It seems possible that he 
may have died soon after his father in which case, according to 
the provisions of the father’s will, his share of the estate went 
to his brother Alexander so that the latter would have received 
£60, a sum six times that of any other member of the family. 
The next child, John, we believe died young. Rebecca is men- 
tioned in her father’s will to be paid £10 at her marriage 
or when she became eighteen years of age, and if she died 
before either event, her legacy was to go to her sisters, and a 
like provision was made for each of the remaining daughters. 
We find no further trace of Rebecca. Faith is mentioned in the 
will between Rebecca and Amy and she probably was born about 
1598 or 1599, although her baptism is not recorded. However, 
the parish registers have the record of the marriage of a Faith 
Bryan and Edward W. Toodbridge” Nov. 2, 1619. There seems 
no reason to question that this is the daughter of Thomas. The 
mention of Amy in her father’s will is all that we know of her 
beyond the record of her baptism unless she be the Amy Bryan 
referred to later who married Samuel Baldwin. Frances is 
mentioned like her sisters in the will and besides her baptism 
we find in the registers the record of the marriage of Thomas 
Horwood and Frances Bryan, Oct. 7, 1638. If this was the 
daughter of Thomas she would have been past thirty-four years 
of age, but we know of no other Frances Bryan. Mary is also 
mentioned by her father and the parish registers have, besides 
her baptism, a record of the marriage of John Shurles and Mary 
Brian, Sept. 20, 1630. Elizabeth and Anne were both mentioned 


b The name was probably misread, as a middle initial is never found in English names 
of that period. Possibly the surname was Woodbridge.—Editor-in-Chief. 
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by the father in 1611 but we find no further trace of either. 
The last two children, John and Alice, are not mentioned in the 
will of Thomas or elsewhere than in their baptismal records and 
if they were children of this Thomas Bryan they presumably 
died in infancy. Robert in his will makes no mention of any 
of his sisters or of his half-brother Thomas. Alexander was 
the American emigrant and is of sufficient interest to constitute 
a separate story. 

Possibly one of the sisters whose further record is especially 
uncertain may be the ‘‘widow Ovyatt’’ of the Wendover deed 
since Alexander Bryan of Milford, Connecticut, in his will men- 
tions his ‘‘cousin Thomas Oviatt,’’ believed to have been then 
living in Milford and there is evidence that he came from 
Wendover, England. According to Phillimore and Riggs: 
‘Buckinghamshire Parish Registers—Marriages,’’ vol. 2, p. 116, 
the marriage of an Amy Bryan and Samuel Baldwin is recorded 
Oct. 17, 1623, at Aston Clinton, a parish adjoining both Ayles- 
bury and Wendover. If this was the daughter of Thomas 
Bryan and henee a sister of Alexander Bryan later of Milford, 
her husband, Samuel Baldwin, according to Col. Joseph L. 
Chester, New England Historical and Genealogical Register, vol. 
38, p. 374, was a distant cousin of Alexander’s wife, Anne 
Baldwin. Col. Chester gives the date of this marriage as Oct. 
17, 1622, and adds that she outlived her husband who died in 
1630 and that she had a daughter Frances. It seems very prob- 
able that Amy was the daughter of Thomas Bryan by his second 
wife, Frances Bowling, and that the child was named for her 
grandmother. 

The family of Robert Bryan may be readily compiled from his 
will and parish registers. His marriage is not recorded in the 
registers but we know from his will that his wife’s name was 
Dorothy. His first recorded child was named Dorothy and she 
was baptized Sept. 1, 1614. A son, Thomas, was baptized Nov. 
23, 1616, but evidently soon died as Thomas, son of Robert 
Bryan, was buried Dec. 8, 1616. Amy, daughter of Robert 
Bryan, was baptized Jan. 23, 1617. ‘‘At this period the year 
began 25th March, the Virgin, instead of the cireumcision,’’ 
quaintly remarks Mr Jenns the parish clerk, hence Amy’s bap- 
tism would be Jan. 23, 1618, modern style, that is, somewhat 
over a year after the baptism of her brother Thomas. Marie 
or Mary, daughter of Robert Bryan, was baptized April 19, 
1620. Thomas, the son of Robert Brian. was baptized April 30, 
1621. Frances, the daughter of Robert Bryan, was baptized 
Mareh 12, 1626. Finally, ‘‘Ano 1626 was Buried Robt Brian 
the xx May,’’ and Frances, the daughter of Robt Brian, was 
buried Nov. 5 (?), 1626. 


| 
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We may then tabulate the family of this Robert Bryan as 
follows: 

3. Robert Bryan was baptized at Aylesbury, Sept. 12, 1587, 
died there, and was buried May 20, 1626. His wife, called 
Dorothy, outlived him but we know nothing further about 
her. 


Children: 


i. Dorothy, bapt. Sept. 1, 1614. 
ii, Thomas, bapt. Nov. 23, 1616; buried Dec. 8, 1616. 
iii. Amy, bapt. Jan. 23, 1618. 
iv. Mary, bapt. April 19, 1620. 
5. v. Thomas, bapt. April 30, 1621, 


vi. Frances, bapt. March 12, 1626; buried Nov. 5, 1626. 


Robert Bryan made his will May 18, 1626, and it was proved 
Nov. 16, 1626, ‘‘by Dorothy Bryan relict and executrix.”’ 
Nearly all that we know about him is to be gathered from this 
document. Like his father he was a draper and it may be that 
he continued his father’s business. He states that he had an 
interest not only in certain real estate located near the market- 
house in Aylesbury but that he also held a tenure in a ‘‘candle- 
house’’ with its equipment located in Silver Lane. It seems 
very probable that this latter was what we would call a grocery 
or general supply store. His interest in all this property he 
bequeaths to his son Thomas, but the point of greatest signifi- 
cance is his statement that the property is held by him in associa- 
tion with his brother Alexander, who has been identified as the 
American emigrant of Milford, Connecticut. To his four 
daughters, Dorothy, Amy, Mary, and Frances, Robert gives a 
piece of property lying in ‘‘ Ailesbury now in the occupation of 
William Cave’’ and also ‘‘nine acres of arrable land with the 
appurtenances’’ lying in ‘‘the common fields of Walton in the 
parish of Ailesbury.’’ His wife is to have charge and use of 
all property as executrix, Thomas is to receive his heritage at 
twenty-three years of age, and the girls are to have their portion 
when ‘‘Frances my youngest daughter’’ reaches the age of 
fifteen years. This little one, however, quickly followed her 
father. The wife is specifically directed to use the income from 
the estate for her maintenance and the education of all the 
children. The will bears evidence that Robert was a prosperous 
and well-informed man with a clear appreciation of the value 
of an education for girls as well as for boys. 

William Bryan is mentioned by both his father and _ his 
brother Robert in their wills and he lived to have a family as 
appears from the parish registers of Aylesbury. His father 
gave him £10 in 1611 to be paid him within three years and 
Robert remembered him with the gift of his ‘‘best suit.’’ From 


| 
| 
| 
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the parish registers we may compile the family record of William 

as follows: 

4. William Bryan was baptized in Aylesbury, England, Nov. 3, 
1591, but we know not the date of his death. He appears 
to have married twice but we know nothing of his wives 
except that the first was called Ellen and that she was 
buried Jan. 8, 1623. 


Children : 
By first wife, 
i. Thomas, bapt. April 10, 1617. 
ii. Agnes, bapt. Jan. 6, 1619. 
iii. Austen, bapt. ; buried April, 1621. 
iv. Elizabeth, bapt. Sept. 22, 1621. 


By second wife, 
v. Mary, bapt. Jan. 22, 1625. 
vi. Augustine, bapt. June 3 (7%), 1628. 
vii. Matthew, bapt. Sept. 31 (?), 1630. 
viii. Ellen, bapt Sept. 29, 1633. 
ix. Robert, bapt. May 8, 1636; buried Aug. 30, 1639. 
x. Alexander, bapt. Jan. 13, 1638. 
xi. Matthew, bapt. May 14, 1640. 
xii. Rebecah, bapt. Sept. 28, 1642. 


Finally, in the parish registers appear the baptisms of the 
children of a Thomas Bryan who, from the dates, would seem 
to have been the son of Robert baptized April 30, 1621, and he 
may have named his daughter Dorothy for his oldest sister or 
his mother. If he was that Thomas he was provided in his 
father’s will with property and the means for carrying on the 
candle or chandler business in Aylesbury in association with his 
Uncle Alexander. He evidently remained in Aylesbury at least 
for some time and though we find no record of his marriage he 
appears to have had children recorded in the parish registers. 


5. Thomas Bryan, baptized in Aylesbury, England, April 30, 
1621; married, name and date unknown. 


Children : 
i. Thomas, bapt. Sept. 7, 1646, 
ii. Giles, bapt. July 5, 1652. 
iii. John, born, Jan. 2, 1653. 
iv. Edmund, born, May 4, 1655. 
v. Dorathie, born, ; buried Oct. 3, 1657. 


With the records of this family the name Bryan disappears 
from the Aylesbury registers, What became of them? Aside from 
Alexander, the American emigrant, which is a separate story, 
we can only surmise from a general study of the circumstantial 
evidence in the social and political situation in which they lived. 


| 
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Abstract of Wills before 1710 
(Continued from Vol. 10, page 40) 


BULKLEY, CHARLES. File No. 817. Inventory not dated, total 
£278.6.6; includes Doctor’s books, 

Receipt 20 Mar. 1695 to Nehemiah Smith, Adm’r of the estate 
of Mr. Charles Bulkeley, from Thomas Auery ‘‘who maried the 
widow and Rellict of said Bulkeley,’’ for £70, itemized. 

Receipt 4 June 1695, signed Hannah Aeuery, for £70 from 
estate of former husband Charls Buckly, ‘‘ which I haue recaued 
of my uncle Nehemiah Smith Administrator to the sd estate,’’ 
also for 40s. 6d. left in my hands for my daughter hafnah 
Buckly. 

File No, 2245. Receipt from Richard Goodrich, dated New 
London, 5 Apr. 1710, to John Richards as guardian ‘‘to my wife 
Hannah Buckly.”’ 

BUCKNELL, SAMUEL. File No, 825. Will dated New London, 
18 Nov. 1692, proved 29 May 1700; all estate to Hannah Buck- 
nell, Administratrix. Witnesses: Sam: Chester and Richard 
Christophers, 

Inventory taken 26 Jan, 1700 by James Morgan, Nehemiah 
Smith, and James Auery. Mrs, Hannah Bucknell made oath, 
29 May 1700. 

BucCKNELL, Hannan. File No. 824. Described as Hanah 
Bucknall Widow, formerly wife of Samewell bvcknall: Desesed 
in Groten. Will 27 Nov. 1707, signed with mark, recorded 10 
Aug. 1709. Daughter Elisabeth ‘‘has had nothing of her father 
Bills Istate.’’ To daughter Elisabeth Chapman, all movables. 
Son Joshua Bill, granddaughter Hannah Lestar, and grand- 
daughter hannah Bill, specifie legacies. My sons having had 
their ‘‘porchans allredey,’’ residue to dafter Elesabeth Chap- 
man. Witnesses: James Morgan juner and hannah Morgan. 

Bond of Philip Bill of Groton (signed with mark) as Adminis- 
trator, and Robert Lattemore of New London as surety, 13 July 
1709. 

Inventory taken at Groton 9 Aug. 1709 by James Avery Jr. 
and Ebenezer Auery. Sworn by Sergt. Philip Bill. 

Buti, Joun, of Saybrook. File No. 828. Inventory taken 
25 Mar. 1700 by Nath" Chapman, Sam" Hough, and Daniell 
Buckingham; £255.04.03; ‘‘at gilford’’ £040.07.09; debts from 
estate, £22.14.07; net total, £272.17.5. 

Agreement of heirs, 8 Mar. 1700/1. Mary Bull, Widdow and 
Administratrix of the estate of John Bull of Say-Brook dee’d, 
on the one part, and Stephen Chalker, Samuell Chalker, and 
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Phebie Chalker by her guardian Abraham Chalker, sons and 
daughters of Samuell Chalker of Say-Brook, on the other part, 
‘*to prevent Charges, and Continue Loue and friendship among 
soe neer Relations,’’ agree to divide. Mary Bull signed with 
mark (M), Stephen and Samuel Chalker with mark (S), and 
Abraham Chalker with mark (A). Witnesses: Nath. Pratt, 
Thomas Buckingham, Jun’, and Daniell Buckingham. 

Buti, JoHn, of Saybrook. File No. 829. Bond 3 June 1703 
of Sarah Bull (signed with mark), Administratrix, and Nicholas 
Marson (also written Mason), surety. 

Inventory of estate of Mr. John Bull Late of saybrooke 
deceased the 19 of Aprill 1703, appraised 8 May 1703 by William 
Parkar and Benj* Lord. Amount, £371.03.03. They made oath 
31 May 1703. Names and ages of the children: Edward Bull, 
20 yrs. 9 mos.; Hannah Bull, 23 yrs. Mrs. Sarah Bull made 
oath in Court, 3 June 1703. 

Distribution made to widow, Edward and Hannah Bull. 

Receipts from Edward Bull and Hannah Bull (she signed 
with mark, H), 3 June 1704, witnessed by William Parkar and 
Benj* Lord. 

BusHNELL, Francis. File No. 854. Extracts from Land 
Records made 6 Nov. 1703, showing land set out to heirs of 
Dea: ffrancis Bushnell in 1682 and in 1695. 

BusHNELL, JosHuA, of Saybrook. File No. 856. Will 12 
Jan. 1709/10, proved 14 Mar, 1709/10; wife Mary, Executrix: 
son Joshua; daughter Hannah, to be made equall with her sister 
Thankfull. Witnesses: Robert and Nath" Chapman. 

Inventory taken 6 Feb. 1709/10 by Robert and Nath" Chap- 
man; £274.05.11. Names of children: Joshua, 19 last Nov.; 
thankfull, 23; hannah, 16. 

BusHNELL, SAMUEL of Saybrook. File No. 858. Inventory of 
Sam" Bushnell Deceased January the 14 in Saybrook, taken 
14 Jan. 1689; £411.02.3. Names of those persons next of kin 
are: Mary Jones, Martha Smith, Hannah Horsmore. Leiv' 
Samuel Jones and Joseph Lee made oath, 25 Mar. 1690. Leiv‘ 
Samuel Jones presented a nuncupative will of his brother-in- 
law Sam" Bushnell, together with the inventory, and administra- 
tion was granted to him. 

Stephen Hosmer of Hartford gave receipt, 30 June 1690, to 
Leif. Samuell Jones of Saybrook, Administrator, for £85.18.7 ; 
Jonathan Smith of Weathersfield receipted for £85.4.2. 

Testimony, 22 Sept. 1696, of Ens. John Pratt, aged 50, and of 
Daniell Taylor, aged 45, both of Saybrook, regarding offer made 
by Lieut. Samuell Jones to John Bushnell. 

Bond of Thomas Jones of Saybrook, Administrator, and John 
Parker, Jr., of Saybrook, surety, 20 Sept. 1704. 

Letter, 8 Nov. 1704, of John Bushnell son of John Bushnell 
‘“Who was Brother to Samuell Bushnell late of Say-Brook, 
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Deceased,’’ to his ‘‘ Loveing Cosin Thomas Jones of Say-Brook,’’ 
claiming that uncle Samuell had no fee simple in his estate and 
therefore no power to give it away. 

Robert Chapman and John Clark appraised land 11 Nov. 1704 
at desire of ‘‘John Bushnell sune of John Bushnell Late of 
Saybrook deceast and samuell and Ebenezer Ingon,’’ and 
reported that ‘‘the abouesd Land or Wright did Belong to 
Deckin fraines Bush"ll dyeast.’’ 

John Bushnell applied, 14 Nov. 1704. for administration on 
estate of his uncle Sam" Bushnell late of Saybrook stating that 
greatest part of estate is in hands of Sam" Jones and Thomas 
Jones, Executors on the estate of Capt. Sam" Jones, 

John Bushnell gave acquittance to Thomas Jones, 4 Oct. 1705, 
for all right in estate of Samuell Bushnell. 

To Sheriff of New London County: Attach y® goods of Samuel 
Bushnell late of Saybrook dee’d, son of Francis Bushnell of 
Saybrook, to value of £80, to answer Judgment of General Court 
in Hartford, 14 May 1696; £50 was due to John Bushnell. 

BuSHNELL, WituiAM, of Saybrook. File No. 860. Robert 
Chapman and John Clarke were called, 2 June 1710, to pass 
judgment on value of a 1500 acres Right in Hebron, by Samuell 
Bushnell, only surviving Administrator of the estate of his 
father, Leiv' William Bushnell of Saybrook dee’d. Names of 
the children: 1 Sam" bushnell; 2 W™ bushnel; 3 Stephen 
bushnel; 4 Tho bushnel; 5 Daniel bushnel; 6 Rebecka Hand; 7 
Judeth Sewward; 8 abigail Sewward; 9 Lydia Sewward, 

BUSHNELL, WILLIAM, of Saybrook. File No. 861. Inventory 
of *‘M* William Bushnell Sener who departed this life Desember 
9 1711’’; £224.17.1; taken by John Clarke and T: Bucking- 
ham. Mrs. Sarah Bushnell, widow, and Ephraim Bushnell, son, 
made oath, 14 Mar. 1711/12. Names of children: Ephraim 
Bushnell, William Bushnell, Hester Wilcocks. 

Bond of Ephraim Bushnell of Saybrook, 12 Feb. 1711/12, with 
sureties, James Lord and John Attwell of Saybrook. 

CALKIN, JoHN, of Norwich. File No. 946. ‘‘An inuentory of 
the estat of iohn calkin of norwich deceised Jenewary t® 8— 
1:703/2.’’ Not totaled. Taken by Simon Huntington and 
Joseph Backus, who made oath 3 Feb. 1702/3. Hugh Caulkins 
and John Caulkins swore to their father’s inventory 4 Feb. 
1702/3. 

Receipt, 28 Jan. 1703/4, to Hugh and John Calkin, of our 
portions of our father John Calkin’s estate; signed by Sary 
Calkin (her mark), Samuell Calkin, Samuell Hide, and Samuell 
Giford. 

CaLKIN, Saraw, of Norwich, File No. 958, ‘‘The Inuentory 
of Sarah Colkin of Norwich Desased May 1711,’’ widow of 
John Colkin, taken 6 G«t. 1711 by Solomon Tracy and Simon 
Huntington ; £41.06.11. Children and legatees: Hugh Calkins, 
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aged 52; John Caukin, aged 50; Sam" Caukin; Elizabeth wife 
of Sam" Hide; Mary wife of Sam" Giffords. Hugh Calkin, 
Adm’r, made oath 13 Nov. 1711. 

Distribution 1 Jan, 1711, recorded 12 Feb. 1711/12: Hugh 
Calkins, John Calkins, Ens. Sam" Hide, Sam" Calkins, Sam" 
Giffords. 

Receipt from John Calkin, Samuell Hide, Samuell Calkin, 
and Samuell Gifferd to our Brother Hugh Calkin Adm’r on 
estate of our Mother Sarah Calkin; not dated and signed only 
by John Calkin and Samuel Giford. 

Receipt from Samuell Hide, dated Lebanon, 3 Mar. 1712. 

Samuell Gifferd and Hugh Calkin junio’ testify that Hugh 
Calkin senio™ offered his brother Samuell Calkin his part of 
estate, who declined, ete. 

CARPENTER, Davin, of New London. File No. 916. Inventory 
taken by Maj. Edward Palms and William Hough. Widow 
made oath, 14 Nov. 1700. 

Inventory taken, 7 Nov. 1700, by David Callkins, Stephen 
Prentis, and John Hough. 

Sarah Stevens, administratrix, signed a document 4 Mar. 1703, 
New London, stating that she had paid portion to her daughter 
hanah Lester, 

Receipt, 8 June 1713, of Thomas Croker (signed with mark, 
T), to my mother-in-law, Administratrix to estate of my father 
Dauied Carpinder of N. London dee’d. 

Receipt, 10 Apr. 1713, of John Yandell to mother M* Sarah 
Stephens, for portion from estate of father Dauied Carpinder. 

Receipt dated Liym [Lyme], 14 June 1713, of William robens 
to mother Sarah Steuens, Administratrix of estate of father 


Dauid carpenter. 
[To be Continued] 


-WETHERSFIELD VITAL RECORDS 
In Land Records, Volume II, paging from reverse 
Page 2 A 


Atwood, Abigall da. Capt. Thomas & Abigall, 
b. last day of Sep. 1668 


Andrew s. ‘‘ 24 aes: b. 1 Sep. 1671 
Jonathan s. ‘‘ b. 8 June 1675 
Josiah s. b. 4 Oct. 1678 
Page 3 B 
Buck, Henry & wife Elezabeath, m. 31 Oct. 1660 
Buck, Emanuell & wife Mary, m. 17 Apr. 1658 
Belding, Sarah da. John & Lidiah, b. last day of Mar. 1668 


|. 
| 
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Borman, Isaacs. Isaac & Abyah 

Belding, Daniell s. John & Lidiah 

Buck, Sam" s. Henry & Elezabeth 

Elezabethda. 


Mary 
Beldin, Margerit da. John & Lediah, 


Buck, Widdow Mary 


Page 4 C 

Cotton, M* John & wife Joanah, 

Colfex, Elezabeath da. Will~ & Alse, 
John 
Mary da. 
Jonathan 8. 

Catellin, John & wife Mary, 

Cattelin, John s. John & Mary, 

Crane, Ben s. Ben & Mary, 


Jose Ss. 
John s. 


Crane, Benamin & wife Mary. 

Couch, Thomas & wife Rebackah, 

Couch, Sussanah da. Thomas & Rebeckah, 

Couch, Rebeckah w. Thomas, 

[In margin] 

Crane, Mary w. Benjamin, 


Page 5 


Coultman, John & wife Mary m. by Captaine Wells 


Coultman, Mary da. John & Mary, 
Elezebeth da. “ “ 


Churchell, Jose & wife Mary, 


Churchell, Marye da. Jose & Mary, 


Churchell, Beniami & wife Mary, 
Churchell, Josiah s. beniamin & Mary 
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b. 21 July 1666 
b. 7 July 1668 


b. 14 Nov 
b. 12 Oct 
b. 8 Jan 


b. 2 Feb 
b. 15 Oct 


. 1671 
. 1670 
. 1672 


. 1664 
. 1667 


b. 6 June 1670 


b. 12 Mar. 1672/3 


b. 29 Mar 
died 17 Jan 


m. 7 Nov 
b. Apr 

b. Feb 

b. Feb 

b. Feb 

m. 23 Sep 
b. 26 July 
b. 1 Mar 
b. 1 Dee 
b.1 Apr 
b. 21 Apr 
m. 23 Apr 
m. 22 Nov 
b. 12 Oct 
b. 11 Dee 
b. 16 Feb 
died 1 Mar 


died 8 July 


b. 29 Nov 


. 1677 


. 1711/2 


. 1660 
. 1653 
. 1654 
. 1656 
. 1658 
. 1662 
1663 
. 1655 
. 1658 
. 1661 
. 1663 
. 1655 
. 1666 
. 1667 
. 1669 
. 1671 


. 1671/: 


°1717 


Sep. 67 


. 1672 


b. 14 Jan. 77 
m. 13 May 1674 


b. 6 Apr 


. 1675 


b. 9 July 1677 
m. 8 July 1676 


b. 28 Jan 


. 1676 


> 
| | 
| 
| 
_ 
| 
é 
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Page 6 D 
Deming, Jonathan, & wife Sarah, m. 21 Nov. 1660 
Deming John s. Sar™* John & Mary, b. 9 Sep. 1658 
Joseph s. b. 1 June 1661 
Jonathan s. iiss b. 12 Feb. 1663 
Mary da. b. 1 July 1666 
Samuell s. oe b. 25 Aug. 1668 
Jacob s. b. 26 Aug. 1670 
Sarah da. b. 17 Jan. 1672 
Deming, Eliza da. Jonathan & Elezabeth b. 15 Feb. 1674 
Page 7 C 
Coultman, John & wife Mary, m. about 24 Sep. 1667 
Coultman, Mary da. John & Mary b. 29 Nov. 1672 
Cheerry, John & wife Sarah, m. 26 June 1669 
Cheerry, John s. John & Sarah, b. 1 July 1672 
a b. 14 Feb. 1673 
Page 8 E 
Edwards, John s. John & Dorothy, b. 16 Dee. 1638 
Page 10 G 
Goodrich, Elezabeath w. John & her sonn shee 
then trauelled with, died 5 July 1670 
Griswold, Thomas & wife Mary, m. 28 Nov. 1672 
(acknowledged by M* Sam" Talcot) 
Griswold, Thomas s. Thomas & Mary, b. 11 Jan. 1673 
Goodrich, Mary da. John Juio™ & Mary, b. 23 Apr. 1676 
Griswould, Jacob s. Thomas & Mary, b. 5 Feb. 1675 
Isack s. b. 20 [blank] 1678 
Page 11 H 
Heall, Samll Juio™ & wife Ruth, m. 20 June 1670 
Williams, Amos & wife Eleazabeat m. 27 June 1670 
Heall, Ruth da. samll & Ruth, b. 20 Jan. 1670 
and d. 7 May 1671 
b. 14 Jan. 1673 
and d. 15 Jan. 1673 
Heall, John & wife hannah, m. 8 May 1668 
Heall, John s. John & Hannah, b. 7 Feb. 1668 
Samll b. 3 Apr. 1671 
Hannah da. ‘* “ 7 b. 1 June 1673 
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hale, Samll J 


Mary da. 


‘ 


Hale, Thomas s. John & Hanah, 


Page 12 


J 


Joans, Lewis & wife Debrah, 


Page 13 


Killsy, Thomas s. Marke & Rebeck, 


K 


Page 14 L 

Lattamore, Rebeckah da. John & 
Naomy da 
Bygaah da. ‘‘ 
John 
Lesheba da. “ 
Jonathan s. 
Bezeleell s. 


Page 15 


Overman, Jacob & wife Hannah, 


Page 16 


Overman, Jacob s, Jacob & hanah, 


Page 17 


O 


Robbins, M' John & wife Mary, 


Page 18 
Rose, Eleazabeath da. Daniell 
Daniell 
Mary da. 
Robbins, John s. 
Joshua s. ‘‘ 
samuell 
John s. 
John s. 


Richard s. 
Robbins, M* John, 
Robbins, John, 


ee 


John & Mary, 


ee ‘ 


ce 


u’ & Ruth, 
‘ 


b. 17 July 1677 
b. 13 June 1675 


b. Sep. 1675 


m. 4 Dec. 1660 


b. 16 Oct. 1663 


b. 6 Oct. 1646 
b. 4 Apr. 1648 
b. 6 Aug. 1649 
b. 4 Jan. 1650 

b. 26 Dee. 1652 
b. 6 Aug. 1655 
b. 26 July 1657 


m. 25 Oct. 1677 


b. 20 Oct. 1678 


m. 24 Apr. 1675 


& Eleazabeath, b. 15 Apr. 1665 


b. 20 Aug. 1667 
b. 11 Feb. 1669 
b. 5 May 1676 


b. 1 Mar. 1677/8 


b. 7 June 1680 

died 29 Sep. 1684 ae. 8 
b. 2 Oct. 1684 

b. 8 June 1687 


(ae. about 40) died 10 July 1689 
(ae. 28 yrs. 4 days) died 6 Oct. 1712 


Denison, Widow Mary, 


died 19 May 1721 


107 


b 
| | 
Ann, 
a 
‘ 
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Page 19 S 


Strickland, John & wife Hester, 
Strickland, Rebeckah da. John & Hester, 


Joseph 

Page 29 T 


Treat, Richard s. Ensigne Richard & Sarah, 


Treat, Sarah da. Mr. Richard Ju’ & Sarah, 


Mary da. ‘ 
Tailler, Samll s. Will- & Mary, 
Jonathan s. 


Treat, James s. James & Rebeckah, 
Jemyma da. 


Treat, Thomas s, Richard & Sarah, 
Treat, Thomas (ae. about 44 yrs.), 


Page 30 W 


Wright, James & Darcis, 

Welles, Samll s. Samll & Elezabeath, 
Tho Ss. ee ee 


Worner, William & hanah, 


Williams, Thomas 
Samuell s. 


John s. < 
Rebeckah da. 
Mary da. 
Worner, William s. William & hannah 


Waddoms, John, 
Waddoms, John & Hannah, 
Waddoms, Susanah da. John & Hannah, 


m. 1 Sep. 1676 


b. 4 Sep. 1677 
b. 16 Feb. 1678 

b. 1 Mar. 1682/3 
b. 18 Mar. 1685 


b. 14 Feb. 1661 


b. 8 June 1664 
b. 8 Oct. 1666 


b. 2 Mar. 1649 
b. 7 Mar. 1654/[5] 
b. 14 Feb. 1659 
b. 15 July 1663 
b. 6 Apr. 1666 


b. 1 Apr. 1666 
b. 15 Mar. 1667/8 


b. 12 Dee. 1668 


died 19 Jan. 1712/3 


m. 20 Nov. 1660 
b. 13 Apr. 1660 
b. 29 July 1662 
b. 29 Sep. 1664 
b. 23 Nov. 1666 
m. 1 Nov. 1667 


s. Thomas & Rebeckah, b. 9 Mar. 1656 


b. 11 June 1659 
b. 15 Apr. 1662 
b. 7 Mar. 1664 
b. 18 Jan. 1666 
b. 14 Mar. 1668 
b. 2 Apr. 1671 


b. 25 Jan. 1672 
b. 15 Jan. 1676 


died 19 Dee. 1676 


m. 20 Dee. 1677 
b. 4 Oct. 1678 


and died 2 Nov. 1678 


MIDDLETOWN (CONN.) PROPRIETORS, 1673 


Page 31 


West, Thomas & wife Elizabeth, 
West, Christopher s. Thomas & Elizabeth, 


Mary da. 
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m. 10 May 1677 


‘ 


b. 26 May 1678 
b. 10 Aug. 1680 


[The births of two Indian children are given on page 1] 


MIDDLETOWN (CONN.) PROPRIETORS, 1673 


Copied by DonaLp Lines Jacosus, M.A., of New Haven, Conn. 


(Middletown Town Votes, vol. 1, p. 52) 


August 16": 1673: the list of the Estate of the Jnhabitants of 
Middletown, taken in 73: 


M’. Hamlin 

ensign White 

Nath". Collins 
Sam". Stow 
Lieu‘. Dan". harris 
Serg': W™ Ward 
Sergt: Sam", Collins 
Sergt: W™ Cheney 
Serg': John Warner 
Deacon Sam" Stocking 
Deacon Tho*. Allen 
Deacon John Hall 
Thomas Wetmer 
George Hubard 
Sergt. W™ Cornell 
John Cornell 
Edward Foster 
John Ward 

W™ Harris 

Edward Turner 
Thomas Miller 
Joseph Hubard 
Isaac Lane 
Alexander Bow 
James Tappin 

W™ Lueus 

Dan". Hubard 


lb s 


207 :00 
188 :10 


Sam". Cornell 
John Hall 
Richard Hall 
Henery coal 
Jasper Clemance 
Robert warner 
Nath". Bacon 
Obadiah Allen 
Widow Hubard 
Thomas Stow 
Andrew warner 
John Stow 
Sam", Egelstone 
Edward higbe 
John Hurlbut 
George durant 
Thomas Ranny 
Sam", Hall 
John Savage 
Anthony martin 
Jsaaec Johnson 
John willeock 
David Sage 
John Kirby 
Arther Scouell 
W" Bigs 
William Cornell 


67 :00 
52 :00 
100 :00 
155 :00 


= 
| 

157 :00 
139 :00 108 :00 
122 :00 098 :00 
085 :00 117 :00 
| 093 :10 039 :00 
101 :10 005 :00 
132 :10 081 :00 
095 :10 082 :00 
109 :10 032 :00 
177 :10 055 :00 
132 :10 124 :10 
135 :00 072 :00 
052 :10 023 :00 
030 :00 092 :00 
061 :00 115 :00 
163 :00 126 :00 
054 :00 056 :10 
054 :00 044 :00 
074 :10 182 :00 
079 :00 073 :00 
043 :00 147 :00 
47 :00 000 :00 
27 :00 41:10 
36 :00 79 :00 


STAMFORD (CONN.) TOWN RECORDS 


(Continued from THE AMERICAN GENEALOGIST, vol. 10, p. 45) 


[The vital records and lists in the first twenty pages of Volume I of 
Stamford Town Records were published in THE AMERICAN GENEALOGIST, 
vol. 10, pp. 40-45. Pages twenty-one to seventy-three are devoted mainly 
to land, probate and other entries, with but a few vital entries. Below is a 
brief digest, not complete, of the most important entries in these pages, 
including such vital records as oceur. Following this is a complete copy 
of the vital records from page seventy-fcur onward. The vital records in 
this and subsequent instalments were copied and verified at the expense 
of The Baldwin Ancient Record Fund, for which acknowledgment is made to 
The New Haven Colony Historical Society. ] 


[Page 25] 
Lands of Daniel Scofield, 1650. 


[Page 26] 
Lands of John Clette. 
Edmund Lockwood sold, 27 Dee. 1650, to John Elliott. 


[Page 29] 
Lands of Robert Hustis senr., 1650, 


[Page 32] 

16 Mar, 1662. Richard Mills of Stamford, schoolmaster, con- 
veyed to Joseph Alsupe of Newhauen in behalf of M™ Margit 
Sheefe of Boston, housing, ete. 


[Page 34] 
Lands of Samuell Deane, 1650. 


[Page 35] 
Lands of William Newman, 1650. 


[Page 41] 

Richard Denton of Hemsted appoints Elias Bayly of Stamford 
attorney to demand debt from Robert Lockwood of Fairfield 
(Lockwood had purchased housing and lands of Denton). 


[Page 44] 

Land given by town to Jeremyah Wood, sold to Edward Jesop,— 
to Jams Steward,—to Robert Basset, —to Jo": Waterbery,—to 
Jo" Rockwell,—to Garat Rewers and Axen Adreson,—to Henery 
Desbrow,—to Jonathan Lockwood ; and now (1658) said Desbrow 
surrenders all rights to said Lockwood. 


[Page 45] 


Henery Jackson of Standford conveyed 16 May 16[4]9 to Georg 
Stuky ; witnesses, Charls taynto™ and William hitt. 


E 
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[Pages 50, 51] 
Testimony given 16 June 1666 by: 

Richard Ambler, ae, abt. 55 

Jeremyah Gager, ae. abt. 20 

Jo". Bats, ae. 25 

Wilyam Crisy, ae. 30 
[Page 52] 
20 Aug. 1660. Agreement of heirs of Thomas Uffit of Stanford. 
It is mentioned that he had three children, one of whom was 
evidently Thomas Uffit of Stratford; the latter with his two 
brothers were to discharge any debts; the widdow Uffit with her 
children agree to the terms. Signed in one column by widdow 
Uffit (her mark), Josheph Thealle, and William Ratliff [her son 
and son-in-law]; in the other column by Alex™ Bryant, John 
Archer [presumably arbitrators], Thomas Uffit, John Uffit, and 
Roger Terrill [the two sons and son-in-law of the elder Uffit] ; 
also by Richard Mills [presumably as witness]. 


[Page 54] 

Marthah Chapman sold to Georg Slawson, 10 June 1656. 
[Page 58] 

Inventory of | ] who died 2 May 1684 [sic; 1648?]. 
[Page 59] 

Inventory of John Whitmore taken 8 Dee, 1648 by Robert hustes 
and Jefery ferreye. 

[Page 61] 

Inventory of Peter Brown, sworn 10 Feb. 1658 by widdow brown 
and thomas brown. 


Inventory of Jo: As[ten], sworn May 1658 by Widdow Catern 
Asten. 


[Page 64] 
Jagger, Jerimy died 14:6:58 
pettet. David s. of John died 2:8:57 


[Page 65] 

Will of Nicholas Thele, 20 May 1659; son Joseph; dau. Elizabeth, 
Inventory of estate of Henery Accorley, 4 Jan. 1658; widow. 
[Page 67] 


Inventory of estate of [John Waterbury] ; attested by y* (now) 
wife of Joseph Garnsie, 24 May. 


[Page 69] 


Will of George Boldin [Baldwin], 10 June 1657: children of 
Goodwife Ambre, viz.: John, Joseph, Moses and Mary. 
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[Page 70] 

Will of Thomas Stevens, [date gone, signed with mark] ; y® chil- 
dren; my elder son; witnessed by Richard Lawe and ffrances 
Bell. Inventory taken 30 Nov. 1658. 


[Page 71] 

Will of Henry Accorly, 17 June 1658, [signed with mark]; wife 
to be Executrix; grandchild Danill Simkins, under age, son of 
Vinson Simkins; my heir An Accorly; Mary [ jason, now 
living with me, ‘‘w“" I tooke as my owne,’’ under 19. Witnesses: 
ffrances Homes, William Oliver, Rich: Homes, ffrances Browne. 


[Page 72] 
Will of [Cornelius Jones], made [ ] 1658; wife; son 
Thomas to be Executor and to have double portion. Witnesses: 
Rich: Lawe, ffrances Bell. Ages of children of Cornelius Jones 
entered 17 Dec. 1657: , 

[Eben]ezer 11 yrs. old 20 Aug. last past 

| Mary | 10 yrs. old next Feb. 

[Cornelius] 8 yrs. old y® begining of Nov. last 

[Joseph] 6 yrs. old y® May next 

[Samuel] 3 yrs. old last Jan. 


[Page 73] 

Inventory of [name and date gone]. 

[Page 74] 

oliver, [ , child of Willia]m b. [202]: 6:57 
feris, Joseph s. Peter b. [20]: 6:57 
Newm Hana da. W™ b. [29] :11:57 
scofeeld, Mercy da. Daniell b. latter end Nov. 57 
penoy’, Tho™ s. Robert b. 29: 1: 58 
Smith, Mary da. Henry b, 3:10: 58 
seofeeld, Jerimy da. Richard b. 10: 1: 58 
Holly, Elisha s. John b. 6:1: 59 
Hardy, Mary da. Rich: b. 30: 2: 59 
[Ma]riages Anno 57 & 58 & 59 

Disbrow, Peter married 
Knap, sarah 6: 2: 57 
fferris, Joseph married 
Knap, Ruth 20: 9: 57 
Stuckey, Georg married 


Quimbey, An 28: 9: 57 


= 
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Brown, ffrances married 
Chapman, Martha 17:10: 57 
Joans, Cornelius married 
Hyat, Ezbell 6: 8: 57 
Brown, Peter, married 
Buxton, Unica 22: 5: 58 
Roberts, Thomas married 
Eliot, sarah 27:11: 58 
Green, John married 
finch, Martha —: 7: 58 
Finch, Jsac married 
basset, Elizabeth —: 8: 58 
Garnzy, Joseph married 
Waterbery, Rose 11: 3: 59 
Homes, John married 
Waterbery, Rachel 11: 3: 59 
Usher, Robert married 
Jagger, Elizabeth 12: 3: 59 
Knap, Nicholous married 
Brown, Unica 9: 1: 59 
Dibble, Zachariah married 
Waterbery, Sarrah 10: 3: 66 


Holly, M': John in y® 63d year of his age d. 25 May 1681 
Holly, Sam": in y® 68: year of his age d, 13 May 1709 


[Page 75] 


Testimony 20 9™° 1660, regarding William Olliver who had a 
heifer of George Stucky’s which died. George Slawson testified, 
mentioning his son. John Slawson testified. Isaac Finch tes- 
tified, mentioning Oliver and his wife. John Lomes testified. 
Richard Law testified. 

Order 14: 4:1662 regarding the estate of John Pettet, Surviving 
children. One child in Goodman Weed’s present custody. 
Guardians appointed: M* Bishop, Liet: | ], Robert Usher, 
John [ 


[Page 76] 

fferris, Mary da. Peter 
Homes, Mary da. John 
Miller, Sarah da. John 
Ratliffe, Mary da. William 
Garnsy, Joseph s. Joseph 


b. 2 May 1662 
b. 25 Sep. 1662 
b. 10 Nov. 1662 
b. 27 Oct. 1662 
b. 30 Jan. 1662 
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Sillick, Jonathan s. Jonathan 
Knap, John s, Caleb 
Slason, John s. John 
Hoyte, Mary da. Joshua 
fferris. Elizabeth da. Peter 
Homes, Stephen s, John 
finch, Abraham s. Isac 
Sillick, David s. Jonathan 
Dibble, Zachariah s. Zachariah 
Homes, Rachell da, John 
ffinch, Elizabeth da. 
Weed, Jonas s. John 
Daniell s. ‘‘ 
Slason, Sarrah da. John 
Jonathan ‘‘ 
Holly, John s. Samuell 
Penoy', Martha da. Robert 
Hoyt, Rebecca da. Joshua 
Joshua s. 
Finch, Martha da. Jsae 
Hoyt, benjamin s. benjamin 
Mary da. 
Slason, Elizabeth da. John 


Hoyt, Hana da. Beniamin 
[Page 77] 


b. 11 July 1664 
b. 25 July 1664 
b. 9 Sep. 1664 
b. 22 Dee. 1664 
b. 2 Jan. 1664 
b. 14 Jan. 1664 


b. 27 Jan. 1665 
b. 19 Sep. 1667 
b. 7 Dee. 1669 
b. 14 Nov. 1669 
b. 5 Feb. 1667 
b. 11 Feb. 1669 
b.20 June 1667 
b. 25 July 1670 
b.20 Apr. 1670 
b. 26 Sep. 1664 
b. 21 Sep. 1667 
b. 4 Oct. 1671 
b.19 June 1672 
b. 9 Dee. 1671 
b. 20 Sep. 1673 
b. 30 Jan. 1672 
b. 3 June 1676 


1665 (befo* day) 


Will of Thomas Newman, 2 June 1659; of ‘‘ East taowne in the 
New Netherlands’’; wife Mary; son William of Stamford; 
grandchild Katherne Careles alias Archer, wife of John Archer. 
Witnesses: Richard Mills, Samuel Mills. 


[Page 78] 

Inventory of estate of Thomas Hiat, presented June 1662. 
Division made to goodman Joans his wife, and to the children. 
Six children. 


[Page 79] 

Inventory of estate of Gregory Tayler, 1 Oct. 1657. John Water- 
bery and his wife were interested in estate in 1662, she appar- 
ently the widow of Tayler. 


[Page 80] 

Will of Georg Stuckey, 23 Aug. 1660, proved 25 12™ 60; daugh- 
ter-in-law Mary Close (under age)—‘‘shee hath bin obedient 
to her mothers Will’’—property that ‘‘hath bin her fathers’’— 
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at decease of wife Ann; wife Ann and my daughter Elizabeth 
to be Executors; ‘‘if Thomas Close & his sister Hanna Recover 
any thing of y* Estate by yt Chalinge or Claime they haue 
formerly made & molested me with,’’ then he revokes what he 
gave to Mary Close; a mare given by me to my former wife; 
neighbors and friends, ffrances Bell, Robert Battes, Richard Mills 
and Georg Slauson, Overseers, 

[Page 81] 

Georg Stuckey long since gave a mare to his former wife, 
and she disposed of it to her son Joseph & Hannah Close, 
was lately claimed by Joshua Knap to be made good by y°* 
said Georg Stuckey unto y* said Joseph & Hanna; a sute at 
law was intended, but Joshua accepted a mare w™ foale as 
‘‘composition’’ of the matter, for his wife’s share. Joseph 
Close died and bequeathed by will what belonged to him 
(w y* approbation of George Stuckey his Guardian) to his sister 
Mary Close. John Bishop, guardian of Mary Close, relinquishes 
any claim in consideration of a considerable legacy which Stuckey 
gave to Mary by will. 10™°: 6:1660. 


[Page 82] 

Receipt of John Bishopp to ffrances Browne (agent for y* 
widdow Stuckey) in behalf of Mary Close, for the legacy from 
her father-in-law George Stuckey. 


Inventory of estate of John Waterbery taken Apr, 1659 by 
Richard Law and ffrances Bell. 


[Page 84] 

pettit, Jonath b. latter end Oct. 1693 
Jn° b. 8 Mar. 1694/5 
Sarah [written over Mary] b. 8 Feb. 1696/7 
Sam" b. 21 Feb. 1698/9 
Ebenezer b. 17 Jan. 1700/1 
Ann da. Jn® & An b. 27 Apr. 1708 
Mary da.‘‘ b. 19 Mar. 1711 

[Page 85] 


Receipt of John Jagger to Robert Usher for £57-5-8 from estate 
of his deceased father Jeremy Jagger. [Date gone.] 


Receipt of Jerimy Jagger to Robert Usher for £78-12-10 from 
estate of his deceased father Jerimy Jagger; Feb, 1668. 


[Page 86] 

Agreement of Henry Smith with his wife Ann, 21 Jan. 1664, 
confirming a prenuptial agreement; legacy in her former hus- 
band’s will; to Rebeca, Ruth and Abraham [evidently her 
children]. Witnesses: Richard Law, Jonat: Sillick. 
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[Page 88] 
Deed of John Rockwell of Stamford, 23 Mar. 1669, to Daniell 
Wescott of the same. Witnesses: Clement Buxton, Matt: 
Bellamye. 


Deed of John Rockwell, now of Stamford, to Daniell Weed of 
the same, my house and homelot; [date gone]. 

[Page 89] 

Inventory of the estate of Clement Buxton, 3 Sept. 1657. 
[Page 90] 

Inventory of the estate of Nicholaus Thele, [no date}. 

[Page 91] 

Inventory of the estate of Simon Hoyte, 24 3™° 1659. 

[Page 92] 

Inventory of the estate of Jeremy Jagger, Dee. 1658. 

[Page 93] 

Robert Husted ‘‘the elder’’ of Greenwich, will 8 July 1652; to 
son Angel, lands in Grenwich; to son Robert, lands in Stanford ; 
my wife; daughter Ann. Witnesses: Richard | Mills?], Wil- 
liam New/[man]. 

[Page 94] 

Inhabitants of Grinwich yield to Government of New Haven, 
6 Oct. 1656. Signed by: 


Peter ferris Richard Crab 
angell Husted Tho: Steedwell 
Henary Accorly John: astin 
Jonathan Rennoals Larenc: Turner 
Joseph fferris Henary Nicholson 


Hanec® Peterson 
Weed, Joseph s. Jn° dece’d, 12 yrs. old 7 last Jan. 1690 


Isaak s. “‘ - 9 yrs. old 20 Apr. 1691 

Mary da. ‘ " 7 yrs. old 21 Apr. 1691 

Hana da. ‘‘ ai 4 yrs. old 22 Mar. 1691 
[Page 95] 
Will of Elizabeth Hustis, widow of Robert, of Stamford, 16 
[ ] 1654; [son] Angell Hustis of Grinwich; [son] Robert 


Hustis; daughter Ann wife of Richard Hardy of Stamford; 
signed with mark. Witnesses: Jerimy Jagger, Richard Mills. 


[Page 96] 
Steuen :, [Jose] ph married 
Buxton, Sarah 24 June 1680 


| 
| 
> 
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b. 22 May 1681 
b. 5 Dee. 1683 


Steuens, [Jose]ph s. Joseph 
[UniJea da. 


Ambler, [Eli]zabeth w. Richard 


ffinch, [S]amuel 
Gold, Sarah 
Seelly, [Obad]iah 
ffinch, Susana 


Ambler, Abr: 
Gold, Hana 
Clason, [ ] 
Homs, Mary 
Cressy, [John] 
Knap, Abigail 
Garnsy, [Jose] ph 
Lockwood, Mary 
Bell, [Jo]nathan 
Kitchel, Grace 
Pettit, John 
Bats, Mary 


Clason, Samuel 
Dunham, Hana 


Bell, Jonathan s. Jonathan & Grace 
Bell, Grace w, Jonathan 


Maltbie, Jonathan 
Potter, M™ Sarah 


Ferris, Joseph 
Crissy, deborah 
Penoyer, Samuel 
Selleck, Theophela 
Bolt, Richard 
Clason, Hepsibah 


Waterbery, Joseph 
Fountain, Hanna 


Whiting, Joseph 
Holly, Abigail 
Brown, Joseph 
Buxton, Elizabeth 


Seely, John 
Bishop, Abigail 


Webb, Sam" 
Slason, Abigail 


d. 29 Mar. 1685 
married 

1 Dee. 1692 
married 

1 Dee. 1692 
married 

12 Jan. 1692 
married 

12 Jan. 1692 
married 

12 Jan. 1692 
married 

3 Mar. 1693 
married 

22 Mar. 1693 
married 

4 Oct. 1693 
married 

7 Dee. 1693 

b. 15 Jan. 1693/4 

d. Feb. 1693/4 
married in Stamford by Rev. 

M’. John Davenport 25 Sep. 1719 

married in Stamford by Rev. M*. 

John Davenport 18 Feb. 1719/20 
married in Stamford by Rev. M*. 

John Davenport 25 Feb, 1719/20 
married in Stamford by Joseph 

Bishop J. P. 25 Feb. 1719/20 
married in Norwalk by Cap‘ 

James Omsted Justice 12 Mar, 1718/19 
married in Stamford by Rev. 

M’* Davenport 21 Apr. 1720 
married in Stamford by Rev. m* 

Davenport 21 Apr. 1720 

married in Stamford by Rey, Mr’. 

John Davenport 2 June 1720 

married in Stamford by M* Samuel 

Peck Justice 8 Dee. 1720 
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Knap, Sam” married in Stamford by Rev. m* 
Slason, Martha John Davenport [15?]* Dee. 1720 
Ambler, John married by Rev. M™ Jn° 
Morehous, Elizabeth Davenport 12 May 1721 
Holly, Daniell of Stamford married by Cap‘ Joseph 
Clason, Abigail of Bedford Bishop Justice 12 Sep. 1717 
[Page 97] 


Inventory of estate of [Robert Usher; heading and date gone] ; 
£471; attested by y* Widdow Usher. 


[Page 98] 


Oliver, | ] s. William b. 19: 9™° 1659 
finch, John s. Jsac b. 20: 9™° 1659 
fferris, Elizabeth, da. Peter b. 28: 11. 1659 
Dean, John s. Samuell b. 10 Dee. 1659 
Knap, Hana da, Joshua b. 26 Mar. 1660 
Usher, Elizabeth da. Robert b. 25 Feb. 165[9/60] 
Cloyson, Rebeca da. Stephen b. 1 Mar. 59/60 
fferris, Peter s. Peter b. 8 9™° 1660 
Penoye’, Mary da, Robert b. 25 Nov. 1660 
Dean, Joseph s. Samuell b. 6 Apr. 1661 
Homes, John s, John b. 18 Oct. 1660 
Deathes 59 

Newman, Mary da. William d. 18: 10™° 1659 
feris, Elizabeth da. Peter d. 5: 2™°1660 
Stuckey, Georg d. 28 Nov. 1660 
fferris, Susana w. Jeffery d. 23 Dee. 1660 at Grinwich 
Mills, [blank] s. M* Richard d. 25 Dee. 1660 
Vffert, Elizabeth wid: d. 27 Dee. 1660 
Newman, Jonathan s. William b. 21 Apr. 1661 
Roberts, [Sa]rah da, Thomas b. 4Sep. 1661 


[To be continued] 


WILLIAMS CORRECTION 


Through an oversight, in Volume IX at page 213, the date 
of death of Richard Beauchamp, Lord Beauchamp of Powick, 
Aged 40 in 1475, Inquisition post mortem 21 Novy. 1504, was 
printed as oceurring 16 Jan. 1582/3. The year of death should 
be corrected to 1502/3. The word ‘‘Inquisition’’ was misspelled 
on the same page. 


a Possibly ‘1:” 


| 
| 
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BOOK REVIEWS AND NOTES 


Richard Hawes of Dorchester, Massachusetts, and some of his 
descendants. Compiled by Frank Mortimer Hawes. Hartford, 
Conn., The Case, Lockwood & Brainard Co., 1932. Cloth, 
octavo, 255 pages, illustrated. 


The ancestry of Richard Hawes has been traced from his own 
baptism at Great Missenden, co. Bucks, England, 2 Nov. 1606, 
to his great-great-grandfather, Thomas Hawes of Prince’s Ris- 
borough, yeoman, whose will was made in 1554. Full documen- 
tation is given, on which the tentative pedigree is based. 

One of the fine features of this volume is the unusually com- 
plete documentation found throughout, which makes it evident 
that primary record sources were very thoroughly covered, but 
without neglect of the information offered by printed authorities. 
The early generations are quite completely traced; although 
the family was not remarkably prolific, several difficult problems 
were encountered, and the compiler wisely gave such facts as 
he had been able to discover, together with his authority for 
statements, and his own conclusions. This clearly distinguishes 
between statements that are adequately proved and those that 
are put forward subject to revision should new light be shed 
on these problems by future discoveries, It is a pity that more 
compilers are not equally scrupulous. 

Mr. Hawes, however, is too modest in his subtitle, ‘‘some of 
his descendants,’’ for the descendants in the male line have been 
traced more completely than they are in many genealogies that 
make greater pretensions, and the children (sometimes the 
grandchildren as well) of Hawes daughters are included. The 
subtitle is unfortunate, as it might lead librarians and Hawes 
descendants to the mistaken inference that the volume deals 
only with selected branches or that to which the compiler himself 
belongs. 

The book is attractively and durably bound, the arrangement 
of material satisfactory, and there is an index; a complete index 
of Hawes names, and a surname index of other names. Records 
of military service rendered by the men of the family are very 
completely set forth. We take pleasure in recommending a 
book which in so many respects is superior to the run of family 
histories, 


Stewart Clan Magazine. Editor, George T. Edson, 817 Elk 
Street, Beatrice, Neb. Associate, Horace Dickerman, New 
Haven, Conn. 

This little family magazine ($2.00 a year) has just recently 
completed its tenth volume, making two tomes of 244 pages and 
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294 pages respectively. Printed on heavy paper and in small 
but clear type, the magazine is a miracle of condensation. It is 
positively amazing, the amount of Stewart data that has been 
preserved and published in this relatively small compass. The 
magazine has an individuality of its own, imparted to it by the 
editor. 

Its field is the Stewart family ; not this or that Stewart family, 
but all the Stewarts. It well merits the support of all who bear 
the name and take an interest in the family history. It will 
remain for many years, not only a monument to the industry 
and zeal of its editor, but the most important source book on 
American Stewarts to be found on library shelves. 

The only adverse comment possible to make is the obvious 
eriticism that there is no index. The equally obvious rejoinder 
is, that the first task of the editor is to get these records into 
print; when that has been done, an index to the whole work 
will be more useful than several separate indexes, For the 
present, one can work backward until he strikes records of the 
specific family in which he is interested; a reference will be 
found there to the tome and page where data on that family 
previously appeared, and thus the reader can continue working 
backward until he has seen all that relates to his own ‘‘breed’’ 
of Stewarts. 

The Stewart Clan Magazine should be in all genealogical 


libraries. 


The National Genealogical Society in Washington, D. C., has 
recently issued (as No. 2 of its Genealogical Publications) an 
indexed pamphlet of twenty-one pages entitled Sources of Infor- 
mation in Connecticut, by Mrs. Julia E, Clarke Brush of Dan- 
bury, Conn. Mrs. Brush has collected data on Danbury families 
for many years, which she hopes eventually to publish. Her 
pamphlet, which gives much detailed information as to the loca- 
tion of records and manuscript collections in this State, is at 
the same time readable and condenses much matter of historical 
interest as to the early settlements. 


Mrs. Vivian Lyon Moore, of Hillsdale, Mich., chairman of the 
Genealogical Records Committee, National Society, D. A. R., has 
collected a large amount of valuable data on the families of 
Hillsdale County, Mich., having personally covered all the ceme- 
teries in the county and copied the inscriptions prior to 1867, 
at which date the official State records begin. She has also 
abstracted the probate records through the year 1852, and is 
working on the collection of birth and marriage records prior 
to 1867. Some of these collections have been typed, and copies 
placed in a few libraries. She is willing to sell typed copies 
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to anyone desiring them, at a price which will cover the time 
and expense of making the copies. 

Mrs. Moore’s typed book of Deaths in Hillsdale County, 
Michigan, 1829-1867, 109 pages with the deaths alphabetically 
arranged, has obviously been compiled with great care. Not 
only are the deaths to 1867 from all the cemeteries in the 
county’s eighteen townships included, but year dates of death of 
those who had estates probated, as well as records obtained from 
printed or less official sources. Each record is keyed to show 
the source from which it was obtained. It is to be hoped that, 
when Mrs. Moore has completed her collection of early unre- 
corded Hillsdale County statistics, the county itself or some of 
the patriotic societies may see their way to finance the publica- 
tion in permanent form of the entire work. Aside from the 
genealogical importance of such collections, lawyers. title 
searchers, and civic authorities are more and more coming to 
realize their practical value. 

Mrs. Moore has also compiled an indexed manuscript volume 
of over a hundred pages, devoted to the ancestors and descen- 
dants of the scant dozen Revolutionary veterans whose old age 
was spent in Hillsdale County, most of whom are buried there. 
Several of these soldiers, whose careers are sketched, came from 
Connecticut families. 


QUERIES AND ANSWERS 
Edited by Puitip M. Smiru, B.A., of Washington, D. C. 


REGULATIONS 


This department is open to subscribers without cost. The Librarian of any 
library that subscribes will be allowed one query per volume. 

Non-subscribers must enclose $1.00 for each fifty words, or fraction thereof. 

All querists should enclose letter postage for each individual query. All 
queries should be short and definite. 

Answers received will be mailed directly and promptly to querists, and will 
be published if they are of general interest. 

Letters to be forwarded to querists must be sent in unsealed, stamped 
envelopes, accompanied by number of query and its signature. Right 
is reserved to print any information contained in the communication 
to be forwarded. 

All communications should be sent at least seven weeks prior to date of 
publication to Philip M. Smith, 1417 Belmont Street, Washington, D. C. 


QUERIES 


39. BLACHLEY. BENEDICT. HALL. Wanted ances- 
try of Lydia Blachley, who m. Jan, 27, 1783, James Jelliff, 
Norwalk or Westport; also ancestry of Elizabeth Benedict who 
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m. March 30, 1761, Ezra Picket, Norwalk or vicinity; also 
ancestry of Elisha Hall, of Plainfield, Conn., 1712, d. 1746/7 
Palmer, Mass., who m. Philippi —E, C. 

40. RUNDLE-REYNOLDS. Wanted, parentage of Solomon 
Rundle, b. abt. 1756, probably at Greenwich; d. 1811, North 
Castle, Westchester Co., N. Y., and of his wife, Ruth Reynolds, 
whom he m. Oct, 18, 1773. She was b. 1757-8, probably at 
Greenwich and d. 1824, North Castle. Solomon was a soldier in 
the Revolutionary War.—R. E£. 8. 

41. (a) TUBBS. Wanted ancestry of Phebe Tubbs (d. Salis- 
bury, Conn., Dec. 12, 1775) who m. Oliver Jewell, 1759, as his 
first wife. 

(b) ANDROS (ANDREWS). Wanted: Ancestry of Phebe 
Andrews (1778-1865) who m. 1794 as his second wife, Eliphalet 
Jewell. His first wife was Pamela Andrews. Were Phebe and 
Pamela sisters?—V. L. M. 

42. (a) BLAKE-CURTISS. Wanted: Ancestry of James 
Blake, of Northumberland, N. H., b. Mar, 27, 1740, prob. 
Wrentham, Mass. Whom did he marry? His son, Justus 
Demmons Blake, b. Apr. 30, 1774, prob. N. H., m. Betsey E. 
Curtiss, b. July 18, 1785, d. abt. 1831, dau. of William Curtiss, 
of Connecticut, Ancestry of Betsey Curtiss desired. 

(b) DOTY. Wanted: Date of death and surname and ances-' 
try of wife of Perez Doty (bapt. Sharon, Conn., Nov. 7, 1773) 
son of Joseph and Phebe Bump, who m, Nancy . 

(c) HOLMAN. Wanted: Ancestry of Nathaniel Holman 
who m. Concord, Mass., Apr. 12, 1726, Elizabeth Knight. Was 
he the child bapt. Lexington 1701? Did he have a dau. Lucey, b. 
Bolton, March 24, 1743? Did she m. Joseph White, b. Lexington, 
Oct. 11, 1737, d. Phillipston, Dee. 31, 1795? 

(d) ADAMS. Wanted: Date of birth of Sarah Adams, of 
Chatham, Conn., who m. before 1787 Nathaniel Doane, b. Middle 
Haddam, June 1, 1762; d. Cleveland, Ohio, Nov. 29, 1815. Was 
she the dau. of Walley Adams by his first wife, Rebecca Knowles 
(d. Jan. 24, 1768) whom he m, Feb. 13, 1766, or by his second 
wife. Susanna Allen, of Dartmouth, Mass., whom he m. Oct. 17, 
1770? Doane Genealogy gives date as about 1771, but Knowles 
Genealogy in N. E. Hist. and Gen. Register indicates descent 
from Rebecca Knowles.—A. C. C. 

43. (a) PORTER: Wanted: Ancestry of Ann Porter who 
m, 27 Feb. 1735/6 Elisha Pratt of Colehester, Conn.—Ann 
Porter Pratt’s descent as given in the Porter genealogy is 
incorrect. Prattsburg, N. Y., was named for two sons of Elisha 
and Ann Porter Pratt, and a daughter, Anne Pratt, m. 31 March 
1757, Aaron Gillett. 
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(b) TULLER. Wanted: All persons having Tuller or Tullar 
ancestry to write to Miss Mabel C, Tuller (31 North Beacon 
Street, Hartford, Connecticut), who is collecting material for a 
genealogy.—M. C. T. 


ANSWERS 


23. DARROW. Ancestry of Jonathan Darrow of Norwalk, 
Conn, Was he formerly of New London? Absolute proof of 
Jonathan’s parentage and origin in New London is lacking, but 
strong circumstantial evidence is as follows:—Four Darrows 
are recorded as marrying at Norwalk, viz, (1) John, ‘‘late of 
New London,’’ Oct. 30, 1735 [Hall’s Norwalk, p. 219, citing 
Town Records]; (2) Jonathan, Sept. 27, 1743 | Jacobus’ Old 
Fairfield, I. 324; II, 276]; (3) Millison, Oct. 15, 1750 [Bailey’s 
Early Conn. Marriages, III. 69]; (4) Nathaniel, Mar. 9, 1750 
[tbid., IIT. 65]. All these Darrows, from the dates, could be 
three brothers and a sister, or cousins. Partial and imperfect 
genealogies of the New London Darrow family are found in 
Baker’s History of Montville (1896), pp. 102-110, and in 
Caulkins’ History of New London (1895), p. 347; also numer- 
ous references are found to members of the Darrow family in 
Joshua Hempstead’s Diary (1711-1758), which is printed as 
vol. I of New London Historical Society Collections, 

From these sources it appears that George’ Darrow, of New 
London between 1675 and 1680 (1676 by Savage), died 1704, 
was the progenitor. He had, among others, sons Christopher 
and Nicholas. Christopher? had a son John born Aug. 11, 1706, 
quite likely the John later of Norwalk. Nicholas’, bapt. May 20, 
1683, died at New London, May 5, 1725 |Hempstead, p. 157], 
m. Millicent Beebe, dau. of Thomas and Millicent (Addis) Beebe. 
‘*Widow Millison Darrow and her daughter Mary Baptized’’ 
June 7, 1741, New London | Hempstead, p. 377]. The children 
of Nicholas? and Millicent (‘‘Millison’’), only partially listed, 
include Nathaniel*®, presumably the Nathaniel later of Norwalk. 
The Christian name makes it probable that ‘‘Millison’’ of 
Norwalk was also daughter of Nicholas? and Millicent, That 
Jonathan was the son of Nicholas and Millicent is suggested 
by the fact that he gave his father’s name to a son Nicholas 
| Jacobus’ Old Fairfield, II. 276]. Hempstead’s only mention 
of Jonathan is among ‘‘Grown persons baptized ..... Jonat 
Darro’’ June 14, 1741 [p. 378]. Jonathan’s first record in 
Norwalk is his marriage there in 1743. 

From the foregoing it is deduced that Jonathan, Millison, and 
Nathaniel of Norwalk were probably children of Nicholas? 
Darrow, and that John of Norwalk was either their brother and 
an unrecorded son of Nicholas? or else a cousin of the others 
and identical with the recorded John son of Christopher®?. <A 
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search of New London probate and land records might yield 
proof.—Irving P. Lyon, M.D., Buffalo, N. Y. 

23. DARROW. To the above we may add that New London 
Chureh records contain the baptism on 7 June 1741 of ‘‘The 
widow Milleson Darrow and her daughter Mary Darrow,’’ and 
a week later of ‘‘ Jonathan son of widow Darrow.’’ This helps 
to bear out Dr. Lyon’s conclusion that Jonathan of Norwalk 
was son of Nicholas.—D. L. J. 

33. (¢) HADSALL. The following pedigree of Joseph 
Hadsall, b. abt. 1695, is furnished from vital records of Cam- 
bridge, Mass., and Westerly, R. L, and Arnold’s Kingston 
Friends Records: 

Richard’, b. 1622; d, 1679; m. Joan (Bateman?). 
Joseph’, b. Sept. 20, 1645; d. 1691; m. June 21, 1667, 

Mary Ann Perry, killed by Indians Sept. 2, 1691. 
Joseph*, b. 1675; m. Hannah . 
Joseph*, b. abt. 1695; m, Nov. 10, 1715, Rachel Crumb, 

dau. of William and Mary (Sanders) Crumb.—C. A. R. 

35. (a) WARNER. On the tombstone monument of Daniel 
Warner, great grandson of Nathaniel Warner, in Baiting Hollow 
Cemetery, Riverhead, Suffolk County, N. Y., is the following 
inscription : 

‘‘William Warner emigrated from England in 1637, He 
had two sons and one daughter. viz; John, Daniel, and 
Abigail. Daniel had a son about 1642 who was the father 
of Nathaniel who was born Oct. 1690. Daniel son of 
Nathaniel, was born April 30, 1731. James, son of Daniel, 
was born Apr. 26, 1762; Daniel, son of James, was born 
18 Sept. 1784. Daniel, son of Daniel, was born 9 June, 
1818.”-—E. R. V. B. 


FAMILIES OF HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT 


It will be of interest to descendants of the families of Hart- 
ford, Conn., to learn that the Connecticut Historical Society has 
recently acquired a verbatim copy of the church records kept by 
Rev. Samuel Woodbridge of East Hartford. The book in which 
the records were kept was handed down to his descendants and 
came to light in central New York State. Credit for the dis- 
covery of these valuable records belongs to Mr. W. Herbert Wood 
of Elbridge, N. Y., one of our Contributing Editors. The records 
contain baptisms, marriages, admissions and confessions, falling 
between the years 1723 and 1745. 


| 
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THE COUNTESS LUCY 


Few problems have proved so perplexing to English genealo- 
gists as the identity of the famous Countess Lucy. She married 
first, Ives Taillebois, of unknown parentage, who was Sheriff of 
co. Lincoln in or before 1086, and died about 1094. She married 
second, Roger FitzGerold, Seigneur, of Roumare, who died about 
1095, by whom she had an only son, William, born about 1095, 
died about 1155, created Earl of Lincoln in 1140. She married 
third, about 1098, Ranulph ‘le Meschin,’ third Earl of Chester, 
by whom she was mother of Ranulph ‘le Gernon,’ Earl of 
Chester, and of Alice, wife of Richard de Clare. 

It was long claimed that Lucy was daughter of Aelfgar, Saxon 
Ear] of Mercia, though there is no contemporary evidence to that 
effect. More romantic writers attempted to place her as daughter 
of Aelfgar’s father Leofric by his second wife Godgifu (the 
Godiva of legend). Analysis of the dates involved showed that, 
since Aelfgar died about 1059 leaving adult children, and Lucy 
had children born after 1100, she could with difficulty be placed as 
Aelfgar’s daughter, and with even greater difficulty as daughter 
of Leofric, who died in 1057. 

To meet this difficulty, the unfortunate Countess was by some 
writers cut up into two Lucys, mother and daughter, and the 
first marriage was assigned to the mother and the other two 
marriages to the daughter. This ingenious solution was followed 
in Turton’s recent Plantagenet Ancestry, page 95. 

Those who wish to learn the facts, and to read a résumé of 
the actual evidence, are advised to consult the new edition of The 
Complete Peerage, volume 7, pages 743-746. There was but one 
Lucy, and the three marriages all belonged to her. She was 
certainly niece of Robert Malet of Eye, and the presumption is 
that her mother was a daughter of the first William Malet. 
Thorold, Sheriff of Lincoln, was her kinsman; she may have been 
his niece. She was heiress of the manor of Spalding, co. Lincoln, 
which was held by Aelfgar before the Conquest, and by Lucy 
at Domesday ; it appears to have passed from Aelfgar to Thorold, 
and from Thorold to Lucy. If she was related in any way to 
Aelfgar, there is no evidence to show how. Aelfgar’s heirs 
presumably lost their holdings as a result of the Conquest. 


| 
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FAMILY RECORDS 


{Under this section we shall publish records that come from family 
sources. The public records are often defective, and old records kept pri- 
vately in Bibles and account books often supply the deficiency. As such 
records in private hands are peculiarly liable to loss or destruction, it is a 
publie service to preserve them by placing them in print. Since only the 
older records are of interest to a large number of people, we offer to print 
family records which extend for the most part back of 1800.] 


X. Crowell-Parkhurst, New Jersey 

[From Bible published in 1811 by Whiting & Watson, New York City, 
J. Seymour printer, which had ‘‘S. C.’’ at top of page. These two pages 
are from photostatic copies of the front inside cover and fly leaf facing 
same. The Bible descended from Phebe Crowell (wife of A. T. Schenk) 
to Mrs. Eliza Douglas of Morristown, N. J.—Contributed by Mr. Horace 
Dickerman, great-grandson of Zophar and Mary (Crowell) Freeman. 
[Page 1] 

The Crowells 
The Great grand Father of M™ Schenk came from England & 
settled in Newark N. J.* 

His son Seth Crowell had 3 sons & 2 daughters Enoch, Edward, 
Seth, Sarah & Hannah. 

Seth married Johanna Parkhurst to whom were born 3 sons 
& 5 daughters David, Phebe, Hannah, Rhodah & Mary then Silas 
& Moses, 

Phebe Married A. T. Schenk 
Hannah Stephen Lindsley 
Rhoda iy Daniel Lindsley 
Mary ” Zopher Freeman 


Uncles & Aunts to M™ Phebe Schenk 
Enoch lived in Chatham & is the ancestor of M™ Lewis in 
Baskingridge 
Edward lived in Greenvillage 
M™ Campbell of Newark & a son who went to New 
Orleans in the Revolutionary war & was never 
heard of—David Crowell late of Newark Samuel & 
Benjamin 
Sarah Married [blank] & went to Ohio about the year 1770 and 
settled at what was then called Redstone 
Hannah married Eddy & lived at Greenvillage & after his 
death she 
[Page 2] 
married Mr. Clark [ ] at Greenvillage. 
[blank] Crowell 
Seth Crowell 


Seth Crowell 
A. T. Schenck 


a Seth Crowell, Sr., was born at Woodbridge, N. J., 2 Dec. 1706. His father was not 
from England, but was son of Edward Crowell of Barnstable, Mass. 
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Mrs, Schenks Aunts & Uncles by the mothers side 

Aunt James of Newark or Martha 

Aunt Rachel married Mr. Reark & lived at Newark Mountain 
Sarah Married Mr Muchmore lived Near chatham & from there 
moved to Ohio since the Revolution 

Aunt Phebe Ward also moved to Ohio 

Aunt Abbagal Kitchel lived at Hanover N. J. 

Aunt Esther Tuttle lived at New Vernon 

Uncle Benjamin Parkhurst lived in Sussex Co. N. J. 


XI. Freeman -Hedges, Vermont 


[This family record was furnished in 1901 by Mr. Alfred Leonard 
Freeman of Boston, Mass., to Mr. George S. Skilton. Elisha Freeman and 
Jeremiah Hedges were both listed in Norwich, Windsor County, Vt., in the 


1790 Census. } 
Elisha Freeman m. 2 May 1775, Lucy Children : 
John, b. 26 Mar. 1776. 
Gersham B., b. 14 May 1778; d. 25 Aug. 1841. 
Temperance, b. 22 Sept. 1780. 
Mary, b. 8 Apr. 1783. 
George C., b. 28 June 1786. 
Luey, b. 30 Jan. 1789. 
Jonathan, b. 5 June 1791. 
David, b. 9 May 1793. 


Jeremiah Hedges, b. 29 Sept. 1761, d. 15 Feb. 1814; m. 11 Nov. 
1784, Dorothy Johnson, b. 10 May 1763, d. 11 Sept. 1804. 


Children: 


Susannah, b. 14 Mar. 1786; d. 12 Sept. 1868. 
Lucinda, b, 13 Dee. 1787; d. 29 Oct. 1823. 
Ethelda, b. 7 July 1789; d. 5 Nov. 1814. 
Horace, b. 11 Oct. 1791; d. 7 Apr. 1830. 
David, b. 18 Apr. 1795; d. 8 June 1795. 
Leantha, b, 23 July 1798. 


Gershom B, Freeman m. 29 Dec. 1804, Susannah Hedges. 
Children : 


George C., b. 4 Aug, 1808; d. 25 Jan. 1884, Buffalo, N. Y.* 
Horace H., b. 18 Mar. 1810; d. 9 Apr. 1829. 

Lucey Johnson, b. 24 June 1812; d, 22 Feb, 1863. 

John G., b. 8 Oct. 1814 . 

David W., b. 14 Mar. 1817; d Aug. 1872. 

Mary Ann, b. 24 Jan. 1820; d. 3 Sept. 1822. 

Jeremiah B., b. 3 Jan. 1822; d. 6 Aug. 1884. 

Elisha D., b. 9 Aug. 1827; d. 22 Feb. 1828, 


* He m. Jan. 1835, Ruth Lydia Paull. 
+ She m. at Chili, Monroe County, N. Y., 19 Oct. 1833, William Wallace Paull, and d. 
at Middleville, Mich., 18 Dec. 1863, the date im the family record above being incorrect. 
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XII. Woodruff, Connecticut 


[Family of Lt. David and Esther (Clark) Woodruff, from family Bible in 
possession of Mrs. Louisa R. B. Munn, copied about 1900 for Mr. George 8. 
Skilton. ] 


David Woodruff, d. 31 Dec. 1786; m. Esther Clark, d, 12 Aug. 
1785. Children: 


Content, b. 5 July 1762; d. 14 Nov. 1838; m. Nehemiah Candee. 
Son, b. and d. 8 Aug. 1763. 

David, b. 11 Feb, 1765; d. 28 Jan. 1787. 

Esther, b. 20 Apr. 1766; d. 8 Dec. 1798; m. Norton. 
Olive, b. 7 May 1768; d, 1 Nov. 1849; m. Buckingham. 
Sarah, b. 6 Aug. 1769; d. 24 Oct. 1841; m. Moses Candee. 
Clarke, b. 30 Dee, 1770; d. 14 Jan. 1787. 
William, b. 18 Nov. 1772; d. 25 Sept® 1851. 
Susan, b. 1 Sept. 1774; d. 11 Jan. 1852; m. 
Patty, b. 8 Mar. 1776; d. 9 Aug. 1821; m. 
Son, b. and d. 5 June 1780. ‘ 
Lucretia, b. 11 Apr. 1784. 


Woodward. 
Foster. 


CLIPPINGS , 


Contributed by Mrs. Jonn I, Jacosus, of New Haven, Conn. 


Connecticut Herald, 7 Oct. 1806. 
| Marriages]. 


Killingly. James Cutler, 82, and Miss Experience Graves, 29. 


Tho’ Jemmy has long preferred a solitary life, 
Experience may teach him ‘‘the worth of a wife.’’ 


s 


Compiler of Families of Ancient New Haven; Families of Old 
Fairfield (for the Eunice Dennie Burr Chapter, D. A. R.) ; 
The Pardee Genealogy (for the New Haven Colony Historical 
Society); The Bulkeley Genealogy (for private clients); and 
many other genealogies. Author of Genealogy as Pastime 
and Profession. Editor-in-Chief of The American Genealogist. 


DONALD LINES JACOBUS 


Box 32, Westville Station, New Haven, Conn. 


Complete genealogical service ; research in primary documentary 
sources; papers prepared for societies; royal and baronial lines 
investigated ; family histories compiled and published; research 
arranged through capable associates abroad and in other sections 
of the United States. Rates moderate, but commensurate with 
the facilities offered and with the difficulties of the specific 
problem. 


FOR SALE 


One Branch of the Miner Family, and Fifty Allied Families 
of Connecticut and Long Island, by Mrs. Lillian Lounsberry 
(Miner) Selleck, published in 1928, with supplement published 
in 1932. The author has reduced the price of the remaining 
copies to $8.00 apiece, until ‘‘after the depression.’’ Order from 
the publisher, address below. 


Putnam’s Monthly Historical Magazine, 1895 (nos. 4, 7-8, 10), 
1896 (no. 2), 1897 (nos. 5-6, 7-10, 11-12), 1898 (nos. 2, 3, 4, 5, 
7-8, 9-10, 11-12), 1899 (complete) ; and The Genealogical Quar- 
terly Magazine, 1900 (complete). All offered in the original 
wrappers (some worn) for $9.00. Some of these issues are now 
searce, and this is an opportunity for libraries or individuals to 
complete their sets. The magazines must be taken as a lot,—r» 
issues will be sold separately. 


Donap L. Jacosus, 


Box 32, Westville Station, 
New Haven, Conn. 


GENEALOGISTS 


ELIZABETH (FRENCH) BARTLETT 


9 Ashburton Place, Boston, Mass. 


Genealogist of the Massachusetts Society 
of Colonial Dames 


RESEARCH IN ENGLAND 
COMPILER OF 


MRS. JULIA E. C. BRUSH 


HOMER WORTHINGTON BRAINARD 


| Historical and Genealogical Research 
| 
| 
| 


150 Warrenton Avenue 
Hartford, Connecticut 


MRS. SARAH A. W. BURR 


7 Terrace Place, Danbury, Conn. Norfolk, Connecticut 
Genealogist and Researcher Genealogical Researcher 
Family Histories Prepared Litchfield and Sharon Probate Records 
U. 8S. Census and Pension Records Searched Large Collection of Litchfield County 
Manuscript Collections Inscriptions A 
WALTER E. CORBIN MERTON TAYLOR GOODRICH 
Box 93, Keene, N. H. 


16 North Maple &t., Florence, Mass. 


Genealogical Ressarch Compiler of Genealogies 
Hampshire County Records a Specialty Author of the American Ancestor Album 
MRS. MARY LOVERING HOLMAN MISS HELEN D. LOVE 
89 Winsor Avenue, Watertown, Mass. South Kent, Connecticut F 
Genealogist Genealogical Research 
Litchfield County a Specialty 


MRS. DONALD K. MOORE MRS. MARY J. SIBLEY, Ph.D. 


101 University Place, Syracuse, N. Y. 
25 8. Broad Street, Hillsdale, Michigan 3 
h Genealogist 
ementogic eseare Lineages Traced from Authentic Sources 
D. A. R. Applications a Specialty 


Patriotic, Royal and Baronial 
Family Histories Compiled 


PHILIP MACK SMITH W. HERBERT WOOD 


1417 Belmont Street, Washington, D. C. ° 
Wisterieal and B Genealogist 
National Archives; Library of Congress Elbridge, Onondaga County, N. Y. 
Maryland and Virginia Records Undertakes Research Anywhere 
TYPING & CLERICAL SERVICES GENEALOGICAL BOOKS 
LILLIAN B. HAWES THE BANKER OR BANCKER FAMILIES 
82 Church Street, Norwich, Conn. OF AMERICA 
Stenography and Typing Traced in Both Male and Female Lines 
Genealogical Papers and Family Records 458 Pages. Send for Oircular 
A ed d i 
ant HOWABD J. BANKER 
Accurate Work At Reasonable Prices 14 Myrtle Ave., Huntington, N. Y. 
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